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FOREWORD 


In presenting this, the third index-digest to THE TRAFFIC WoRLD AND THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN, the same 
general plan as was followed in the two previous issues prevails. 

Attention is again called to the heading “Decisions,” and we repeat what was said at the time the last index 
was published—that the aim here is to present, as briefly as possible, consistent with a correct understanding 
of the essential features of each case, the points at issue in every complaint passed upon by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission during the last six months. This fuller treatment will, we believe, conserve the reader's 
time by eliminating wasted hours spent in hunting up cases that seem, upon fragmentary analysis, to cover 
the points of interest to the searcher, but which more extended investigation proves not to be the case. 

In indexing the specific rates the following method has been adopted: When the reasonableness of a spe- 
cific rate, now in effect, is maintained, said rate is indexed; when a rate is prescribed by order of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, said rate is indexed under its proper commodity heading, but where reparation is 
awarded on a rate not now in effect and the reasonableness of the present rate is not in issue, the rate upon 
which reparation is based is not indexed. 

Notice is called to the headings “Special Articles” and “Utterances,”’ as well as to “Washington Letters.” 
During the six months covered by this index, THE TrArFFric WorLD AND THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN has been 
rich in the number of-speeches and special articles on traffic affairs that have been published. While these do 
not readily lend themselves to any cross-indexing without becoming so voluminous as to defeat the effort of the 
publisher toward compactness and brevity, it is believed that every speech and every special article published has 


contained food for thought for the student of traffic and transportation conditions, and for his benefit we have 
endeavored to index this matter in a form that may readily be referred to. 


ACCIDENTS 

See also under State headings. 

Fatal, Absence of: Erie reports no 
fatalities to passengers for five years; 
Lehigh Valley, Iowa Central and Min- 
neapolis & St Louis railways join ‘‘no 
fatalities to passengers” class for fis- 
cal year of 1909; Oct 9, p 385. 

Interstate Commerce Commission Acci- 
dent Bulletin No. 31: Bulletin cover- 
ing first three months of 1909 shows 
fatalities, 663; injuries, 15,122; colli- 
sions, 1,042; derailments, 1,242; dam- 
age to cars, engines and roadway, 
a passengers killed, 80; July 
’ p 3 ° 
—Bulletin No. 32, last quarter of fis- 
eal year of 1909 shows 588 killed anda 
15,307 injured; 817 collisions and 1,283 
derailments reported—100 collisions 
and 172 derailments affecting pas- 
senger trains; total damage to cars, 
engines and roadways, $1,703,642; 
Nov 6, p 476. 


ACT TO REGULATE COMMERCE 

See also “Jurisdiction.”’ 

Appeals: J. W. Thompson Lumber Co 
et al and Russe & Burgess et al file 
appeals with Circuit court, northern 
district of Illinois, from decisions of 
the Commission with respect to rep- 
aration; ask that federal court com- 
pel Commission to modify = said 
orders; Oct 23, p 429. 

Carmack Amendment: Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe appeals from deci- 
sion of Municipal court, Chicago, II1., 
to state Appellate court on Carmack 
amendment; allege provision making 
initial carrier liable for loss or dam- 
age, irrespective of actual responsi- 
bility, unconstitutional; Oct 23, p 439. 
—Amendment atacked in United 
States District court at Dallas, 


Tex., in Coulter vs. Gulf, Colorado 
& Santa Fe Ry; Dec 25, p 679. 


Changes in, Proposed: Braun, F. W., 


Braun-Knecht-Heimann Co, Los An- 
geles, Cal., declares that greatest de- 
fect of present law is the time elaps- 
ing before decisions under it are 
reached; favors co-operation between 
state and federal regulative bodies; 
advocates supervision over railway 
securities; Sept 4, p 281. 

—Canfield, A. J., Traffic Manager, 
North Packing & Provision Co, Bos- 
ton, Mass., advocates that no change 
be made in present act for five more 
years in order to give it a longer 
trial; Aug 14, p 234. 

—Cummins, Senator, Iowa, intro- 
duces bill in national Jegislature; 
measure authorizes the Commission 
to prescribe a uniform classification 
of freight, uniform manner in which 
all rates shall be published; to in- 
vestigate all existing rates; changes 
in present rates and regulations can 
be made only with the consent and 
approval of the Commission; requires 
carriers to quote rates in writing and 
makes érroneous rate quotations pun- 
ishable by fine; gives Commission 
right to prescribe through routes upon 
its own initiative: gives shipper con- 
trol over routing; forbids control of 
competing lines by carriers and 
makes the issuance of railroad se- 
curities subiect to the supervision of 
the Commission: curtails courts’ 
powers of enjoining orders of the 
Commission; aims to  vitalize the 
“commodities clause: bill referred to 
senate committee on interstate com- 
merce: Dec 18. p 640. 

—Daish, John B.. Washington, D. C., 
writes Attorney-General Wickersham, 
recommending that act be amended 


so as to give defeated complainants 
before the Commission the right of 
court appeal, the designation of a 
tribunal with jurisdiction over all 
claims, clearer provisions with re- 
spect to the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mission, extension of the limitation 
period and right to stay rate changes 
pending an inquiry into their reason- 
ableness; Sept 4, p 282. 

—Gregson, F. P., Traffic Manager, 
Associated Jobbers of Los Angeles, 
Cal., favors elimination of state regu- 
lation and centralization of power in 
hands of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; advocates augmenting Com- 
mission’s powers; decries rates based 
on physical valuation of railroads as 
impracticable: Sept 11, p 298. 
—Interstate Commerce Commission: 
See under ‘Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission—Annual Report.” 

—McCune, Frank H., Spokane, Wash., 
declares present act defective in that 
no provision is made for holding 
transportation companies responsible 
for losses that may arise from er- 
roneous rate quotations by the car- 
rier’s agent and comes out strongly 
for incorporating such an amendment 
in the statute; Sept 18, p 319. 
—National Association of Railway 
Commissioners: Committee recom- 
mends following changes in act: (a) 
Provision for physical valuation of all 
the railways in the United States by 
or under the direction of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; (b) giv- 
ing the Commission direct power over 
classification; (c) giving Commission 
supervision over the issuing of rail- 
way securities; (d) making carriers 
responsible for rate quotations; (e) 
establishment of branch tariff offices 
throughout the country under the 





bo 


Act 





control of the Commission; (f) au- 
thorizing the Commission to collect 
fuller traffic statistics; (g) authoriz- 
ing the Commission to prescribe rules 
governing the handling of claims; (h) 
legalizing, with certain restrictions, 
rate agreements between carriers; (i) 
giving Commission right to initiate 
rate complaints and (j) the estab- 
lishment of a commerce court. LKe- 
port given in full; Nov 27, p 554. 
—Payne, C. W., Cameron Lumber 
Co, Waco, Tex., favors giving Com- 
mission right to investigate changes 
before becoming effective, physical 
valuation of railways, government 
supervision of securities and co- 
operation betwen federal and state 
regulative bodies; Aug 28, p 270. 
—Taft, Wm. H., President, announces 
interstate commerce program in 
speech at Des Moines, Ia.; cardinal 
changes urged are (a) the establish- 
ment of an interstate commerce court, 
(b) giving the Commission control 
over freight classifications, (c) giv- 
ing the Commission the right to sus- 
pend rate and classification changes 
when complaint has been filed against 
them, (d) giving the Commission the 
right to suspend or annul excessive 
rates and burdensome regulations, (e) 
empowering the Commission to order 
the establishment of joint through 
routes and to fix the rates and ap- 
portionment thereof, (f) giving the 
Commission the right to prescribe 
the regulations under which shipper 
may designate intermediate routing, 
(g) prohibiting carriers from acquir- 
ing supervision over the issuance of 
railroad securities, (i) legalizing rate 
agreements when subiect to the ap- 
proval of the Commission, and (j) 
establishing an accusatory bureau 
within the Department of Justice to 
institute proceedings for violations of 
the interstate commerce law (Sept 25, 
p 342). President Taft and his ad- 
visors hold conference to consider pro- 
posed amendments to the Hepburn 
act; Dec 4, p 573. 
—Tuttle, Lucius, President, Boston & 
Maine railroad, reported to be in 
favor of many of the reforms advo- 
cated by President Taft in his Des 
Moines speech, q v, particularly di- 
viding the Commission’s work and 
jurisdiction, legalizing rate agree- 
ments and giving the shipper the 
right of appeal: onposes physical 
valuation of roads; Sept 18, p 318. 
—Wickersham, Attorney-General, de- 
livers address at Kansas City, Mo., in 
which he advocates same changes in 
the act as proposed by President Taft 
in his Des Moines speech, q v; Nov 
27, p 558. 
—Sueggestion is made that any rate 


that has been in effect five years or 


longer be held prima facie reason- 


able and that no change can be made 
therein except upon the approval of 


the Commission after full public hear- 


ing and that notice of said change 
shall be filed with the Commission 
at least six months before effective 


date; Sept 18. p 320; Oct 9, p 388. 


Free Transportation Clause: Judge 
Austill, Superior court, Madison, Ind., 
holds that act does not invalidate 
contracts made nrior to its enact- 


ment; Oct 2, p 358: Oct 30, p 457. 


Taft, President: Des Moines speech; 


see under “Changes,” ante. 


ADVANCE IN RATES 
See “Rate Advances.” 


ADJACENT FOREIGN COUNTRY 


Tariffs, Concurrentces of Carriers in: 


See under ‘“Tariffs.’’ 


AGREEMENTS 


See “Contracts.” 


AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS 


De Kalb, Ill, to Minnesota Points: 
Held. That rate on manure spreaders 
to Olivia and Hutchinson. Minn., 
should not exceed 30.3 and 27.2 cents, 
respectively. Smith’ Mfg Co vs C M 
& Gary et al (2129), 16 I C C Rep, 


447; July 3, p 26. 


Hopkins, Minn., to Various Points: 
Held, That rates on threshing ma- 
chines and engines from Hopkins to 
local points on the defendants’ lines 
were not unreasonable; that rates on 
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agricultural implements from Hop- 
kins to-various points in states west 
and south were not, in the light of 
the evidence submitted, unreasonable. 
Minneapolis Threshing 
vs C, St P, M & O et al (2048), 17 
I ¢ C Rep, 189; Dec 11, p 595. 


Horicon Junction, 


Machine Co 


to Minnesota. 


should not exceed 
Brunt Mfg Co vs C, M & St P et al 
195; Dec 18, 






ALLOWANCES 
“Elevation,”’ 
“Stock Ownership,’’ etc. 


compression 
service which the carrier may law- 
fully perform for itself or hire others 
Merchants’ Cotton Press 
& Storage Co et al vs Ill Cent et al 
17 I C C Rep, 98; July 17, 


“Lighterage,” 


to perform. 


—An allowance of 50 cents per bale 
compressing 
Memphis, Tenn.; 
Merchants’ 
Storage Co et al vs Ill Cent et al 
17 § C © Rep, 


Held not unreason- 


98; July 17, 


Commission: 
investigation 
upon its own motion into the ques- 
allowances for transfer by 
water at New York city; Dec 18, p 


Commission 


Allowances 
made to or with tap lines not common 
carriers are unlawful. 
Lumber Co et al vs A, T & S F 
et al (1319), 17 I C C Rep, 338; Dec 
on 


Star Grain & 


—Any allowance or division made to 
or with a tap line, 
porated in form as a common carrier 
is owned or controlled, 
directly or indirectly by a lumber mill 
or its officers or proprietors, and, be- 
yond the logs that it hauls to the 
has no traffic except such as 
it may pick up as a mere incident to 
serve the mill as 
adjunct or plant facility, is a pref- 
erence and discrimination and an un- 
lawful departure from the published 
rates of a bona fide common carrier. 
Star Grain & Lumber Co et al 
A, T & S F et al (1319), 17 I 
Rep, 338; Dec 25, p 654. 


whether incor- 


or not, that 


its efforts to 


Rate on logs fixed at $3 
Alpena Shippers’ 
Fletcher Paper 


“Michigan—Decisions”’ 


\ 
AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF TRAV- 
ELING PASSENGER AGENTS 


Agent, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Delivers address at thirty- 
convention; 
history of passenger associations and 
efforts toward uniformity in methods; 
Oct 16, p 400. 
Pope, E. B., Western Passenger Agent, 
Ohio Railway: 
dresses tiirtv-seventh annual conven- 
tion on “The Complete Co-operation 
of All Departments and Closer Rela- 
tions with the Public;” 


Chesapeake 


Oct 16, p 403. 


AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION 
Endorse bills of lad- 
ing measure prepared by the com- 
mittee on commercial law of the Com- 
on Tiniform State Law, 
prepared by 
resolutions 


Bills of Lading: 


withdrawing 
their own counsel; 
national and state laws, eare in fill- 
ing out bills and hankers’ 
bility; Sept 18, p 314. 


AMERICAN RAILWAY ASSOCIATION 
committee, 

meeting held at Chicago, Ill., Novem- 
her 17, endorses movement backed by 
National Industrial Traffic League for 


more legible and complete expense 


Various committees present re- 
ports to association: increase in per 
diem charge to either 30, 35 or 40 
cents to be voted upon by members 
of association; 


committee on safe 








Arizona 





transportation of explosives reports 
material progress; committees on 
relations between railroads, trans- 
portation and maintenance report co- 
operation with other organizations in 
working out problems up for con- 
sideration; Nov 20, p 527. 


AMERICAN RAILWAY ASSOCIATION, 
Car Supply Reports ; 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 49A, 166 
roads reporting, shows 262,944 sur- 
plus cars on June 23; same roads re- 
east shortage of 827 cars; July 3, 
p 36. 

Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 51, 170 roads 
reporting, shows 260,277 surplus cars 


on July 7; same roads report short- 
age of 530 cars; July 17, p 148. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 51A, 165 
roads reporting, shows 243,354 surplus 


ears on July 10; same roads report 
shortage of 339 cars; July 31, p 196. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 53, 169 roads 
reporting, shows 207,173 surplus cars 
on August 4; same roads report short- 


age of 169 cars; Aug 14. p 238. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 538A, 169 


roads reporting, shows 159,424 surplus 
cars on August 18; same roads re- 
port shortage of 2,009 cars; Aug 28, 
p 278. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 55, 175 roads 


reporting, shows 110,576 surplus cars 
on Sept 1: same roads report short- 
age of 3,899 cars; Sept 11, p 310. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 55A, 177 


roads reporting, shows 78,798 surplus 
cars on September 15; same roads 
report shortage of 7,425 cars; Sept 
25, p 350. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 55B, 174 


roads reporting, shows 53,388 surplus 
cars on September 29; same roads re- 
port a shortage of 14,582 cars; Oct 
9, p 390. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 57, 175 


roads reporting, shows 35,977 surplus 
cars on October 13; same roads re- 
port shortage of 23,431 cars; Oct 23, 
p 487. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No, 57A, 174 


roads reporting, shows 30,896 surpius 
ears on October 27; same roads re- 
port shortage of 36,6536 cars; Nov 6, 
p 467. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 59, 171 roads 


reporting, shows 36,616 surplus ears 
on November 10; same roads report 
shortage of 39,902 cars; Nov 20, p 
534. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 59A, 163 


roads reporting, shows 39,528 surplus 
cars on Nov 24: same roads report 
shortage of 27,496 cars; Dec 4, p 578. 


Car Efficiency Bulletin No. 61, 176 roads 


reporting, shows 57,470 surplus cars 
on December 10; same roads report 
a shortage of 18,593 cars; Dec 18, 
p 648. 


ANNUAL REPORTS 
Interstate Commerce Commission: See 


under ‘Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission.”’ 


Railroad: See under “Statistics.” 


ANTHRACITE COAL 
See ‘‘Coal.” 


ANY QUANTITY RATES 
See “Rates, Any Quantity.” 


APPEALS 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Or- 


ders of the: When the question of 
setting aside or suspending an order 
of the Commission comes before 4 
court under the Act to Regulate Com- 
merce, the question is one of law, 
namely, whether the Commission has 
transcended its power or exercised 
such power without due regard to the 
law. P & Rvs ICC (U S Cir Ct, 
e d, Pa); Dec 4, p 581. 

—Shippers appeal to courts to have 
orders of Commission modified; see 
under ‘Courts, Federal—Reparation.” 


APPLICATION OF RATES 
See ‘Rates.”’ 
ARIZONA 
Live Stock Rates: Railway commission 


petitions carriers to adopt distance 
tariffs for intraterritorial — traffic; 
initial rate named, $18 per 36-foot 
car for 20 miles of cattle; gradations 
of rates by $1; horse-mule rate 125 
per cent of cattle rate; hog-sheep- 
goat, 85 per cent, and range cattle 





inher 


ey 


BUFFALO, 
Class Rates to Points on the Delaware 


BULKHEADING 


wee 


“BUNCH CASE” 


see 


“BURNHAM, HANNA, MUNGER CASE” 
see “Class Rates—Missouri Kiver’’ and 


BUSINESS MEN’S LEAGUE OF ST. 


Carievon, 


CABLE, ; 
Appointment: Is made assistant secre- 


CAIRO, Ill. 
See 
CAMPBELL, E., Manager, 


Rate-Basing Theory: Attacks defense 


CANADA 
Commercial 


CANADIAN BOARD DECISIONS 








Buffalo 





N. Y. 


& Hudson, Nortn 
Y.: Held, ‘nat 


of Whitehall, N. 
present group ad- 
justment of rates, i. e., since ad- 
vance made in. November, = 1908, 
Should not be disrupted. Lautz bros 
& Co vs L V et ai (2100), 17 IC C 
kKep, 167; Dec 4, p 569. 


“Car service.” 


*Decisions—Brook-Rauch Mill & 
“levator Co vs Mo Pac et al 


(1597).”’ 


“Courts, Federal.”’ 


LOUIS 
Carleton 
Addresses 


Murray, President, 
Dry Goods Company: 
League in support or lakes-to-gulf 
deep waterways movement; sees 
great benefit to St. Louis in the 
idea; declares development of river 
commerce would aid in relieving 
rail congestion and would bring 
about an era of lower freight rates 
without ruinous competition; Dec 
ll, p 614, 


Benjamin S. 


tary of commerce and labor; new 
appointee a member of the family 
prominent in the old Rock Island 
line; Dec 11, p 607. 


‘“‘Lumber.”’ 


South Caro- 
lina Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ 


Association, 


of southeastern rate construction 
made by Vice-President Culp of the 
Southern railway in his ‘‘Construc- 
tion of Freight Rates in the South,” 
qQ Vv; condemns system of rate 
fabrication; asks abolition of basing 
point system or large increase in 
number of bases; Dec 4, p 572. 











Expansion: Samuel H. 
Barker, financial editor of the Phila- 
delphia North American, writes a 
series of articles on the rapid strides 
being made by Dominion in com- 
mercial independence; discusses ef- 
fect of new transcontinental line on 
American traffic; Oct 2, p 369. 
—Although Dominion government 
operates one-tenth of all trackage, 
its policy toward corporation-owned 
lines is .most liberal; commends 
management of government railway, 
“The Intercolonial;’’ Oct 9, p 387. 
—Dominion is paying great attention 
to water-borne traffic; has made 
vast expenditures for the improve- 
ment of water facilities and_ still 
plans extensive betterments for this 
mode of transportation; Oct 16, p 
406. 
—World Commerce Her Aim; Do- 
minion builds great piers to care 
for large traffic; Montreal harbor 
facilities attract ten ocean lines to 
that port; Oct 23, p 436. 

Explosive Rules: Adopts, practically 
in toto, the regulations endorsed by 
the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion and the American Railway as- 
sociation; Sept 25, p 

Tariffs, American: With respect to 
traffic to and from Canada, the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission does 
not waive the requirement that car- 
riers shall file tariffs showing their 
terminal charges (Conf Rul); Oct 
23, p 433. 






































Alaskan Traffic: The question of the 
jurisdiction of the board over Alas- 
kan traffic being raised: Held, That 

- the board has jurisdiction over the 
tolls which the company or com- 
panies engaged as carriers may be 
entitled to charge upon through 
traffic received at Skagway destined 
to White Horse or to any inter- 













Lacrdse, 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


mediate point between the interna- 
llonal boundary between Alaska and 
British Columbia, upon the railway 
line; and upon through traffic re- 
ceived at any point upon the rail- 
way line between Whice Horse and 


said international boundary destined 
to Skagway, Dawson Board of 
‘rage vs White Fbass & Yukon 
koute; Sept 18, p 33v. 

bit ol Laulug: maliway commission 


proiualgaces wuls or 
vy Caliauiah Caitle.S; two f0:ims Lo 
be used, order ana straight pilis; 
sceVverai sections the same as the 
Unlteu States unilurm bill, bul cer- 
tain changes made irom that turm 
Wilh respect to carriers mapllly 
(Uruer INO. (262); Aug Zs, Pp 2/1. 

sApUlLes add Lic disatice vor Lhe 
Opplcativus LU Gls Viuckr Ulicelils 
(ay tliat Lhe eXpurter cl Cucese ian 
aw.ullreal Le placed ON us LaVuUrabic 
uw busis WILL regard Lo rales as illd 
CUllupclilor Wese OL swiOlitreal; (wy) 
late tne freignt races on Ciiecse ve 
blaceu oh a parity wiln Liuose on 
vacuo, and (cy Cuslpialning vi the 
aiiepceu auvahice in lvelgnl sales ol 
Cuccse lu tue past two Or tree 
years: Meld, 1, ‘snmat tne applicauen 
aur we avsurprion OL inWara Carriage 
Cuarges at Montreal ve relused;, 4, 
anhalt on cheese Shipped trum puints 


lading lor use 


West of Montreal to Montreal on 
Separate rai bills of lading, tne 
rauways absorb we wWharlage anu 


port warden’s tees when sucn cheese 
is subsequently exported trom Mon- 
treal; the sald apsorption to con- 
tinue as long as il 1s appillea in the 
case of cheese shipped on JOIRL rali 
and ocean bills of lading to Hurope; 
3, Lhat the applications for retunds 
covering the seasons of 1907 and 
19U8 be retused; 4, That the applica- 
tion that rail rates on cheese be 
placed on a parity with those on 
bucon be denied; 5, That the com- 
plaint dealing with the alleged ad- 


vance in rail rates on cheese to 
Montreal during the last two or 
three years be dismissed. Montreal 


Produce Merchants’ Assn vs Can Pac 
et al (Order No. 7343); Aug 7, p 214. 
—Order amended on application ot 
the Canadian Freight association, by 
the rescission of the first part of 
the second clause of the original or- 
der and the substitution therefor of 
a clause providing that on cheese 
shipped from points west of Mon- 
treal on separate rail bills of lading 
and arriving at that port before the 
close of the navigation season on the 
St. Lawrence river, then current, the 
railways shall absorb the Montreal 
wharfage and port warden’s fees, 
providing that said cheese is ex- 
ported from Montreal not later than 
the 3lst day of May on the follow- 
ing season of St. Lawrence naviga- 
tion; said absorption to continue, 
ete (Order No. 8337); Nov 20, p 536. 
Class vs Commodity Rates: Board 


strikes out clause from Order No. 
3258, dated July 6, 1907, providing 
that ‘‘no special commodity rates 


now existing, which may be lower 
than the corresponding class tariff 
rates herein prescribed, shall be ad- 
vanced by reason of the changes 
herein ordered, or without the sanc- 
tion of the board’ (Order No. 7325); 
July 17, p 147. 

Classification, Changes in: Commis- 
sion approves, with modifications, 
supplement 2 to Canadian Freight 
Classification No. 14 (Order No. 8184); 
Oct 16, p 409. 

Coal: Held, That rate on bituminous 
coal from Black Rock and Suspen- 


sion Bridge, N. Y., to Marlbank, 
Ont., should be $1.43, minimum 15 
tons; except cars having a marked 


capacity less than 15 and more than 
12 tons, in which case marked ca- 
pacity shall be the minimum. Can- 
adian Portland Cement Co vs Grand 
Trunk and Bay of Qunite (Order 
No. 7495); Aug 7, p 217. 

=Weighing of: Coensignees of bi- 
tuminous coal shipped from the 
United States into Ontario may have 
same weighed by carrier at port of 
entry free of charge; within 24 
hours after arrival at point of des- 


tination and before unloading, con- 
signee may have cars weighed at 
nearest track scale and for this 


Canadian Decisions 





service carrier shall receive 5 cents 
for every ton of coal in car, with a 
minimum of $1 and a maximum of 
$2 per carload—but no charge shall 
be made if the weight of the coal 
is more than 500 pounds less than 
at port of entry, or, if not weighed 
there, less than shown by waybili 
at time of shipment, plus weight of 
car itself as shown by tare; within 
five hours after unloading, consignee 
may have empty car weighed and 
for this service railway may collect 
$1 per car, but no charge shall be 
made if the actual weight exceeds 
the tare marked on it by more than 


500 pounds. Retail Coal Dealers’ 
Assn vs Rys (Order No. 7261); July 
17, p 144, 

Concurrences and Non-Concurrences: 
See ‘“‘Tariffs,’’ post. 


Copper, Tinned: Advance in rating on 
tinned copper boiler sides or sheets 
embodied in proposed supplements to 
Classification No. 14 approved (Or- 
der No. 7295); July 24, p 173. 

Corn and Meal: Complainant, located 
at St. John, N. B., alleged that be- 
cause of discrimination in favor of 
his competitors in Ontario and Que- 
bec he was unable to market his 
cornmeal. Upon investigation into 
the rate situation: Held, That com- 
plaint should be dismissed. Stewart 
vs Can Pac et al (Order No. 7768); 
Sept 18, p 333. 

Damage Release Form: 
approve damage release or special 
contract covering the carriage of 
silver and other valuable ores (Order 
No. 6972); July 17, p 146. 

Edmonton, Alta.: Upon rehearing of 
complaint against rate of $10 per 
car charged in addition to the rate 
to Strathcona, Alta., on lumber ship- 
ments from British Columbia mills 
to Edmonton, Alta.; Held, That de- 
fendants publish joint class and com- 
modity rates in classes 6 to 10 in- 
clusive between Edmonton and 
North Edmonton and all points on 
the Can Pac south of and including 
Red Deer, east of and _ including 
Daysland and Tees and east and west 
of Calgary and Macleod, via Strath- 
cona Junction, one cent above the 
rates on the Can Pac to or from 
Strathcona; that in the division of 
rates the Can Nor be allowed $10 
per car, regardless of weight, be- 
tween Strathcona Junction and any 
and all sidings in Edmonton, in- 
cluding those of the Can Pac, ex- 
cepting to Griffin Packing company 
—to which Can Nor shall be allowed 
$12 per car, provided that in no case 
shall joint rates to or from Can Pac 
stations between Red Deer, Days- 
land and Tees and Strathcona Junc- 
tion exceed those herein established, 
nor the Can Nor’s proportion exceed 
the joint rates for local traffic be- 
tween Strathcona and Edmonton and 
North Edmonton. Fullerton Lum- 
ber & Shingle Co vs Can Pac et al 
(Order No. 7603, rescinding Order 
No. 6835); Sept 4, p 293. 

Fruit, from Eastern Canada to Mani- 
toba Points: Application of Canadian 
Freight association for the rescind- 
ing of section B of an order dated 
October 10, 1904, fixing fruit rates 
from eastern Canada to Winnipeg, 
Portage la Prairie and Brandon, 
Man., because of (a) the develop- 
ment of other distributing centers 
that may demand special rate con- 


Commissioners 


cessions; (b) the rates granted in 
1904 produce combinations lower 
than existing third-class through 


rates to a large number of points; 
(c) of the alleged unprofitableness 
of the present rates and (d) of the 
increase in fruit tonnage independent 
of low rates, dismissed (Order No. 
8207); Nov 20, p 534. 

Lumber: Held, That rates on lumber, 
shingles and articles taking the 
same rate from points on the Van- 
couver, Westminster & Yukon_ be- 
tween Vancouver and New West- 
minster, B. C., not inclusive, to Can- 
adian Pacific points, except such 
points as may be reached directly 
by the Great Northern or its con- 
nections, should be one cent higher 
than the rates. established from 
Vancouver by the Canadian Pacific. 
British Columbia Mills, Timber 
Trading Co vs Vancouver W 
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6 Carriers 





refund without recourse to its con- 
nections, but such admission must 
be in good faith; the Commission 
will not recognize the validity of an 
agreement between two carriers 
whereby one assumes the responsi- 
bility in all cases (Conf Rul); Oct 


























































P O et al (1473), 16 I C C Rep 
(50512); July 10, p 50. 
—There is no warrant in law to 


justify preferential rates to carriers 
and if carriers insist upon maintain- 
ing such rates they must expect that 
this voluntary action upon their part 
will be accepted and taken as evi- 
dence of the unreasonableness of the 
higher rates which they undertake 
to enforce against other shippers. 
Hitchman Coal & Coke Co vs B & 
O et al (1473), 16 I C C Rep, 512; 
July 10, p 50. 
Subject to the Act: 
otherwise subject to the Act to 
Regulate Commerce becomes ‘Oo 
when it transports express matter 


A railroad, not 


their legal remedies to collect under- 
charges (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. 


CAR SERVICE 

See also ‘‘Demurrage.”’ 

Bulkheads: It is the duty of carriers 
to equip cars with bulkheads, grain 
doors, or sOme such device, for the 
shipment of potatoes and_ similar 
bulk freight; if shipper is compelled 
to so furnish a car, carriers must 
re-imburse shippers for the cost of 
same. New York Shippers’ Pro- 
tective Assn vs N Y C & H R et al 
(N Y Pub Ser Com, 2d district); 
Nov 13, p 497. 

Discriminatory: Fairmount & Ohio 
Coal & Coke Co and S. Hamilton file 
suit against the Baltimore & Ohio 
in the United States Circuit court 
at Philadelphia, Pa., alleging dis- 
crimination in car distribution to 
the mines between 1902 and 1908; 
damages asked; Dec 11, p 612. 
—Morrisdale Coal company agrees te 
settle suit brought in the United 
States District court, Philadelphia, 
Pa., alleging discrimination by the 
Pennsylvania railroad in the matter 
of coal-car distribution, for a ver- 
dict awarding plaintiff $67,156 dam- 
ages; Nov 27, p 548. 






























Distribution: See ‘Car Service—Dis- 
crimination.”’ 

Grain Doors: See “Car Service—Bulk- 
heads,”’ ante. 

Linings: Lining cars for the better 


shipments in cold 
with the ship- 
the expense must 


protection of 
weather is optional 
per, and, if done, 
be borne by him. New York Ship- 

‘pers’ Protective Assn vs N Y C & 
H R et al (N Y Pub Ser Com, 2d 
district); Nov 13, p 497. 

Ohio, Distribution: Judge Kinkead, 
eourt of common pleas, enjoins en- 
forcement of state commission’s or- 
der in Carbon Coal Co vs Marietta 
C & C R R; holds that board is 
without power in a judicial capacity 
and that it has no authority to make 
arbitrary rules on the future actions 
of railroads in the matter of car d&- 
tribution; July 17, p 150. 

Rentals: Rental charge of $5 per car 
on shipments of beer from Seattle 
and Olympia, Wash., to points in 
California, Nevada and Arizona, held 
unreasonable and unjustly discrimi- 
natory. Olympia Brewing Co vs Nor 
Pac et al (2418), Seattle Brewing & 
Malting Co vs same (2471), 17 I C 
C Rep, 178; Dec 4, p 567. 


CAR SHORTAGE 
See “Car Supply.” 


CAR SUPPLY 
See also ‘‘American Railway Associa- 
tion’”’ for bi-weekly bulletins of sur- 
pluses and shortages. 
Motive Power, Lack of: Shippers ad- 






















INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Class Rates 


— eee 


vance theory that car shortage situ- 
ation is augmented by insufficient 
motive power, causing undue delays 
at terminals; Oct 23, p 441. 


CAR SURPLUS 


See ‘“‘Car Supply.”’ 


wad p 434. 

referential Rates to: Carriers ship- . 

a the ane of ge 8 — pening Ol “Plaster.” 
are to be at - : 
per; there ts no Savant tx tae. Se Philadelphia: Joint committee of com- 
justify preferential rates to them. mercial organizations, investigating 
Hitchman Coal & Coke Co vs B & subject of alleged discrimination 


against Philadelphia, Pa., in cement 
rates, breaks off negotiations with Cc 
the railroads and recommends that 
case be taken before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission (Aug 7, p 
206). Decide to continue fight for 
readjustment of rates, but plan in- 
vestigation of current tariffs before |© 
lodging any case with the Commis- 
sion; Master Builders’ Exchange asked 
to join movement (Nov 13, p 497). 
Joint committee report that no basis 
changes have been made in rates 
from Lehigh-Northampton district to 
Philadelphia since agitation began; 
to investigate legal aspects of the 
situation; Dec 11, p 615. c 
Substitution in Transit for Lime: See 


for an express company that is sub- “Lime.” 

ject to the act (Conf Rul); Oct 23, 

p 434. CHAIRS ; a 
Tap Line: See ‘Carriers—Common,” See ‘‘Furniture. 

ante. 


Undercharges: Carriers musct exhaust |CHAIR STOCK 


See ‘Furniture.”’ 


CHARGES, Minimum 


H, Herriam appointed receivers by 
United States Judge Humphrey, dis- 
trict court, southern district of Illi- 
nois; July 10, p 81. 

Reorganization: Committee organizea 
to formulate plans for the reorgan- 
ization of bankrupt road and to take 
over securities of that company (Aug 
7, p 219). License issued by Illinois 
secretary of state to Chicago, Peoria 
& St. Louis Railroad company, 
which, it is understood, will take 
over and reorganize bankrupt road; 
Dec‘1l, p 608. 


HICAGO, ROCK 
RAILWAY 
Merger, Dissolution of: 
Island-Frisco Lines.’’ 


HICAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAIL- 
WAY 


Earnings: Report for 1909 shows 
greatest income in the history of the 
system; net income for fiscal year, 
$13,935,293.55, an increase of $296,- 
602.08; carries passengers without a 
single fatality; Sept 25, p 353. 


INCINNATI CONFERENCE 
See “Rate Advance—Official Classifica- 
tion Territory.”’ 


ISLAND & PACIFIC 


See ‘Rock 


CLAIM BUREAUS 


National Industrial Traffic League: 
Freight claims committee of League 
condemns professional adjusters, 


working on percentage basis; Aug 7, 
p 202. 


Unreasonable: Held, That to charge |CLAIMS 
more on a shipment -of 6,000 ouenie See also ‘‘Freight Claims Association” 
than is charged on a shipment of and the “National Industrial Traffic 
10,000 pounds of the same commodity League,’’ the report of whose com- 


is unreasonable. Aetna Powder Co 
vs C M & St P (2502), 17 I C C 
Rep, 165; Dec 18, p 638. 


CHICAGO, Ill. 

Water Commerce: Wm. Johnson, gen- 
eral western agent, Anchor Line, 
writes that indifference to water- 
borne traffic is causing an ever-in- 
creasing loss in commerce to the 
city; that her harbor and warehouse 
facilities are inadequate; points out 


opportunities for development; Sept 
4, p 286. 
CHICAGO ASSOCIATION OF COM- 
MERCE 
Classification, Uniform: Robert N. 
Collyer, chairman of the committee 


on uniform classification, addresses 
members of the association on the 
work being done by his committee; 
Dec 18, p 648. 


—See also under ‘‘Collyer.’’ 






































CHICAGO FURNITURE MANUFAC- 
TURERS’ ASSOCIATION 
Forwarding: Plans organization of 


freight forwarding company to han- 
dle consolidated carload business of 
furniture shippers; stock of com- 
pany to be owned by furniture men; 
Nov 13, p 502. 
CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAIL- 
ROAD 
Reorganization: New organization 
takes over Chicago Great Western 




































SOUND RAILWAY 

Earnings: Files first earnings report, 
August and September, with Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; operat- 
ing income, $854,996; ratio, 39.86 per 
cent; Dec 18, p 647. 


CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & ST. PAUL 












RAILWAY 

Import Rates: Announcement made 
that road will increase its inland 
proportionals on import Oriental 







traffic; understood that Canadian Pa- 
cific will join in action; Nov 20, p 
524. 


CHICAGO, PEORIA & ST. LOUIS RAIL- 
WAY 


Receivership: Road defaults in pay- 
ment of interest on bonds; petition 
for receivership filed by Trust Com- 
pany of America; J. P. Ramsey and 














mittee on the subject is included in 
= proceedings of the League meet- 
ngs. 

Informal Reparation Orders: See ‘‘Rep- 
aration.”’ 

Liability for: Atchison, Topeka & 

Santa Fe appeals from decision of 
Municipal court, Chicago, Ill., to 
State Appellate court, alleging that 
provision of interstate commerce act 
making initial carrier liable for loss 
and damage, irrespective of actual 
responsibility, is unconstitutional; 
Oct 23, p 489. 
—Same amendment attacked by Gulf, 
Colorado & Santa Fe in United 
States District court at Dallas, Tex.; 
Dec 25, p 679. 

Misrouting: Carriers may, under 
amended Rule 70 to 15-A, settle all 
such claims thereunder arising after 
March 18, 1907, under the authority 
of the original ruling without bring- 
ing them to the Commission, the 
earrier at fault to bear the entire 
burden of the refund (Conf Rul); 
Oct 23, p 433. 

Prorating: Freight Claims association 
amends its rule 40 so as to provide 
that all claims for loss or damage to 
packages not exceeding $20 in value 
be prorated from point of origin to 
destination, regardless of responsi- 
bility between carriers, on a mileage 
basis, ‘except where loss’ occurs 
through wreck, fire or flood, or when 
the records at destination show line 


railway; executive offices established on which loss or damage occurred; 
at Chicago, Ill., with Samuel E. July 10, p 83. 
Felton, president, and Joseph W. 
Blabon, vice-president, in charge of |CLARK, E. E., Interstate Commerce 
traffic; Sept 4, p 283. Commissioner 
4 National Association of Railway Com- 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & PUGET’ missioners: Work in connection with 


committee on uniform classification; 
biographical sketch, illustrated with 
photograph; Nov 6, p 466. 


CLASS RATES 

Buffalo, N. Y., to Points on the Dela- 
ware & Hudson, North of Whitehall, 
N. Y.: Held, That present group ad- 
justment of rates, i. e., since advance 
made in November, 1908, should not 
be disrupted. Lautz Bros & Co vs 
L V et al (2160), 17 I C C Rep, 167; 
Dec 4, p 569. 

Chicago, Tll., to Des Moines, Ia.: Held, 
That first class rate should not ex- 
ceed 60 cents; that other rates, viz., 
second class, 50 cents: third, 40; 
fourth, 29; fifth, 231%; Class A. 28%; 
B, 23%; C, 19; D, 15%, and E, 12% 
cents, are not unreasonable or un- 
duly preferential in favor of St. Paul 
and Minneapolis, Minn. Greater Des 
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INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD Complaints—Alpha 





















—Morrisdale Coal company and 


€ is no warrant in the law to justify 
Pennsylvania railroad agree to settle 


certain coal interests; control of 
preferential rates to carriers -for 


these properties by syndicate for- 










































suit brought against the latter in coal for steam railroads, and if car- bidden; July 31, p 195. } 
the United States District court, riers insist upon maintaining such a 
Philadelphia, Pa., alleging discrim- lower rates they must expect that |}COMMERCE AND LABOR, Department 


ination in the matter of coal car 


on | this voluntary action upon their part 
distribution, for a verdict awarding 


will be accepted and taken as evi- 


° 
Bureau of Corporations: See ‘‘Water- 











































the plaintiff $67,156 damages; Nov dence of the wunreasonableness of ways.”’ 

27, p 548. the higher | rates which they under- ge 4 
George’s Creek Basin: | take to enforce upon other shippers. |COMMERCIA | L- 

ek un aaa aa es, Hitchman Coal & Coke Co vs B & ADELPHIA 






George’s Creek basin in Allegan 
eounty, Maryland, to tidewater, when 
going over the piers to destinations 
outside the Delaware and Chesa- 
peake capes, ought not to exceed 
the rates on small-vein coal from 
the same district and on coals from 
the Meyersdale, Austen-Newburg 
and Upper Potomac districts in 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia 
when water-borne to the same des- 
tinations; that rates on coals from 
the George’s Creek district when 
destined to points in New York, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey and New 
England ought not to exceed the 
rates from the Meyersdale, Austen- 
Newburg and Upper Potomac re- 
gions to the same destinations; that 
the grouping of the George’s Creek 


See “Philadelphia, Pa., Commercial 
Exchange of.’’ 


COMMERCIAL NATIONAL BANK, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 4 
Crop and Business Report issued by : 
this institution has very optimistic 
outlook; sees improvement in all 
lines; bumper crops may lessen cost 
of living without any unfavorable 
reaction on ee of agricultural 
classes; railroad gains _ noticeable; 
reviews panic and holds currency d 
system responsible; Aug 21, p 249. 


COMMISSIONERS ON UNIFORM STATE 
AWS 


L 
Bills of Lading: See “Bill of Lad- 
ing.”’ 


O et al (1473), 16 I C C Rep, 512; 
July 10, p 50. 

Rate Advance: State Supreme Court 
of Appeals, West Virginia, grants 
Thacker Coal & Coke Co an appeal 
from decision of Judge Wilkinson, 
Mingo County Circuit court, refusing 
to restrain the Norfolk & Western 
from filing advanced rates with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission on 
coal from the Thacker region to 
lake ports; Aug 7, p 220. 


Smithing: Commission is inclined to 
believe that smithing coal may 
lawfully move under special rates 
in western territory, but no order 
entered with reference thereto. Sligo 
Iron Storage Co vs A, T & S F 
eS” 17 1 C C Rep, 139; July 31, 
p is 



























































































































































































































COMMODITY RATES i 
coal basin with the other districts] att: Bituminous operators ask Pres-| Class Rates Preferable: See “Class . 
hereinbefore mentioned and the ap- ident Taft to aid in legalizing pool- Rates.” i 
plication of group rate from all these ing so as to prevent car shortages 
mines to Philadelphia, Baltimore, in coal regions; Pittsburg operators |COMMUTATION TICKETS s 
Wilmington and other coal-consum- complain of alleged discrimination| See ‘Passenger Tariffs and Tickets. 
ing points should not be disturbed. in tavor of ore shippers; Dec 4 
American Coal Co et al vs B & O p 579 ; *|COMPETITION A 
et al (2024), 17 I C C Rep, 149; Wellston, O., to Manitowoc, Wis.,| Privileges at Non-Competitive Points: 
Aug 14, p 228. When for Points Beyond: Held, If carriers voluntarily extend a priv- 
—Pennsylvania railroad et al file That rate should not exceed $1.65 ilige to one non-competitive point, 
suit in United States Circuit court per ton. Sunderland Bros Co vs they must treat alike all points sim- 
at Philadelphia, Pa., asking that the Pere M et al (1986), 16 I GC C Rep, ilarly situated. Brey vs P R R et al 
enforcement of the order of the In- 450; July 3, p 24 F (1892), 16 I C C Rep, 497; July 10, A 
— a ee in 5 ; : p 41. 
merican Coa o et alvs B&O j . - ail with Water Lines: See ‘‘Water- 
et al (2024), ante, be enjoined; al- eS See So ae _— en 
lege that abolition of differential National Association of Railway Com- 
against big-vein coal will render missioners: Commissioner represents |COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE IN- 
competition between big and small Interstate Board on committee on TERSTATE COMMERCE COMMIS- 
vein coal umsuccessful and will re- construction and operating expenses SION 
duce carriers’ revenues $150,000 an- of electric railways; illustrated with The following list covers the prin- 
nually, (Oct 2, p 368.) Considera- photograph; Nov 27, p 542. cipal complaints filed with the In- 
— of Ss for no in : . terstate Commerce Commission — 
merican oal company et al vs were reported in THE TRAFFIC BUL- 
Baltimore & Ohio et al, postponed tn knell Carriers must exhaust LETIN for the six months covered by A 
until November 1. (Oct 9, p 383.) their legal remedies to collect under- this index. This list includes, how- 
Interstate Commerce Commission ar- charges (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. ever, only cases still pending at the 
a a ra that an ot ; date of issue. Where a agree 
complaint be dismissed—or, at least, ., Chairman, Com- has been filed and the case decide 
that no restraining order be issued wae eg Giassification. within the first six months of this 
until’ rates have had a fair trial.! wtterances: Addresses Chicago Asso- year, the complaint itself is not 
(Nov 6, p 471.) Court sustains Com- ciation of Commerce on work of his listed herein but is treated fully un- 
mission’s demurrer and declines to committee; states that present work der the head of “Decisions.” A 
restrain enforcement of order at- is one of harmonizing rules and de- Acme Cement Plaster Co, East St 
tacked; Nov 27, p 542; Dec 4, p 581. scriptions and that ratings may Louis, Ill., vs Wabash et al (2631). 
Loss-in-Transit: A carrier may not come later; co-operation between Alleges that despite care exercised to 
be held liable for loss or damage shippers and carriers essential for comply with rules covering tagging of 
resulting from the act of God, the complete success of undertaking; empty cement bags returned by con- 
public enemy, authority of law or Dec 18, p 642. signee to shipper, defendants either 
the inherent vice of the shipment ; wilfully remove or permit to be re- 
itself, but unless it can show that |COLORADO moved marks or tags showing con- 
loss in transit resulted from one of Commission: Tacit recognition of the signee, destination, etc.; July 3, p 33. A 
these causes, it is presumptive evi- authority of state railroad board Acme Cement Flaster Co, East St. 


dence of negligence on the part of 
the carrier as a bailee for hire for 
which carrier is responsible; repara- 
tion awarded to cover coal shortage 
in shipment from Chauncey, O., to 
Alger, O. MHisylvania Coal Co vs 
Toledo & O et al (Ohio R R Com); 
Sept 25, 344; Nov 20, p 582. 

Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., from 
Duluth, Minn., and Superior, Wis.: 
Rates of 90 cents per net ton on 
bituminous and $1.25 on anthracite 
held not unreasonable. Manahan vs 
Nor Pac et al (2064), 17 I C C Rep, 
95; July 17, p 122. 

Moundsville District: Held, That con- 
ditions on the east and west banks 
of the Ohio river are _ dissimilar 
and that no showing has been made 
which would justify the compulsory 
grouping of a mine on the _ east 
bank with those on the west. Hitch- 
man Coal & Coke Co vs B & O et 
al (1473), 16 I C C Rep, 512; July 
10, p 50. 

Ohio, Car Distribution: Judge Kin- 
kead, court of common pleas, en- 
joins enforcement of state commis- 
sion’s order in Carbon Coal Co vs 
Marietta C & C R R : holds board 
without power in a judicial capacity 
and that it has no authority to 
make arbitrary rules on the future 
actions of railroads in the matter of 
ear distribution; July 17, p 150. 

*Preferential Rates to Carriers: There 


Louis, Ill., vs C Gt W et al (2683). 
Alleges rates and minimum weights 
on wall plaster from Gypsum, Ia., to 
points in Minnesota and South Da- 
kota on C, M & St P and from 
Council Bluffs, Ia., to points in the 
Dakotas on C, M & St P are ex- 
— and unreasonable; July 24, D 
168. 

Acme Cement Plaster Co, East St. 
Louis, Ill., vs St L & S F et al (3018). 
Complainant alleges that on shipment 
of cement plaster from Cement, Okla., 
to Leadwood, Mo., in June, 1907, an Al 
unjust switching charge of $3 has . 
been assessed, and claims that such 
charge should have been absorbed; 

Dec 18, p 649. 

Alexander, R. L., & Co, Asher, Okla., 
vs A, T & S F and Sou Kan of Tex 
(3014). Complainant alleges that rate 
of 331%4 cents on common split oak F 
posts from Wanette, Okla., to Hig- At 
gins, Tex., February and April, 1908, | 
Was excessive and unreasonable; Dec 
18, p 649. 

Algert, C. H., Co, Farmington, N. M., : 
vs D& RGand C, RI & P (2929). 
Complainant alleges it was charged $6 1 
on less-than-carload lots of goat a 
skins from Farmington, N. M., to Chi- 
cago, Ill., during November and De- 
cember, 1908; that rate should have 
been $4; Nov 6, p 477. 

Alpha Portland Cement Co, Alpha, N. 
J., and Easton, Pa., vs P R R et al 


given by the announcement that the 
Colorado & Southern will put in coal 
rates ordered by Commission in its 
decision in Jenkins McKay Hard- 
ware Co vs Colo & Sou; decision of 
Commission in full; Oct 30, p 455. 

Consumers’ Club: Organization to be 
known as Consumers’ Club of Colo- 
rado launched for purpose of secur- 
ing reductions in freight rates that 
will benefit the ultimate consumer; 
Oct 16, p 409. 

Decisions: Held, That rate on soft 
coals from Denver to Central City, 
Colo., should not exceed $1.75 per 
ton; blacksmith coal, $2 per _ ton. 
McKay Hardware Co vs Colo & Sou 
(12); Oct 30, p 455. 

Pueblo: Local transportation associa- 
tion seeks rate readjustment; alleges 
discrimination in favor of Wichita 
and Hutchinson, Kan.; prejudicial 
adjustment of potato rates charged; 
adjustment of packing-house rates 
with Trinidad, Colo., complained of; 
plans appeal to George J. Gould; 
Nov 20, p 506. 


COMBINATIONS 

Danger Line in Coalitions: See under 
‘“‘Washington Letters.” 

Ohio: Circuit court, Judge Alred, re- 
affirms dissolution of Hocking Val- 
ley syndicate, viz., Hocking Valley, 
Ohio Central lines. Zanesville & 
Western, Kanawha & Michigan and 
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Complaints—Alpha 






(2909). Complainant alleges it was 
charged $3.25 per ton on certain ship- 
ments of cement from Martins Creek, 
Pa., to Elizabeth City, N. C., dur- 
ing February and March, 1908; that 
oe have been $2.75; Oct 30, 
p , 


American Cigar Co, Jersey City, N. J., 


vs LS & M §S and C, M & St P 
(2678). Alleges it was charged 24% 
cents on box shooks from Cleveland, 
O., to Watertown, Wis.; that 19% 
cents was and is the proper rate; 
July 10, p 82. 


American Creosote Works, Southport, 


La., vs Ill Cent et al (2737). Com- 
plainant alleges it was charged 12 
cents on cross-ties from Liberty, 
Miss., to Southport, La., between July 
10 and September 11, 1907; that rate 
— have been 9% cents; Aug 14, 
p 237. 


American Hide & Leather Co, New 


York, N. Y., vs Pa Co and C, M ‘& 
St P (2700). Complainant alleges it 
was charged 36% cents on green 
salted hides from Allegheny, Pa., to 
Merrill, Wis., February, 1908; that 
-~ ets have been 28 cents; Aug 
» p 205. 


American Lumber & Manufacturing 


Co, Pittsburg, Pa., vs Cent of Ga 
et al (2752). Complainant alleges it 
was charged 41 cents on lumber from 
Glenwood, Ala., to Avis, Pa., August, 
1908: that rate should not have ex- 
ceeded 34 cents; Aug 21, p 254. 


American Oil & Paint Co, San Fran- 


cisco, Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2787). 
Complainant alleges that 90 cents is 
the proper rate on oil from Cleve- 
land, O., to San Francisco, Cal.; Aug 
28, p 272. 


American Plow Co, Madison, Wis., vs 


Pere M and C, M & St F Ry Co (2778). 
Complainant alleges that it has been 
charged 26 cents on agricultural im- 
plement wheels from La Porte, Ind., 
to Madison, Wis., and that the proper 
rate should have been as follows: 
8 cents from La Porte to Chicago, 
Ill., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, 
plus 5 cents from Chicago to Madi- 
son, minimum weight, 30,000 pounds; 
Aug 28, p 272 


American Smelting & Refining Co vs 
B 


& O et al (2653). Alleges ex- 
cessive rates on coke from Gans, Pa., 
to Helena, Mont., in that carriers re- 
ceive $2.65 per ton for the haul to 
Chicago, Ill., whereas they have rate 
of $2.35 on coke to furnaces at South 
Chicago, Ill.; July 3, p 33. 


American Smelting & Refining Co vs 


B & O et al (2659). Alleges ex- 
cessive rates on coke from Crystal, 
Pa., to Prickley Pear Junction, Mont., 
in that defendants receive $2.65 per 
ton out of the charges for the haul to 
Chicago, whereas they have rate of 
$2.35 for coke to furnaces at South 
Chicago, Ill., July 3, p 33. 


American Smelting & Refining Co vs 


OS L et al (2891). Alleges unrea- 
sonable charges on lead. bullion from 
Murray, Utah, to Ellwood, Ind., and 
certain Pennsylvania points; points, 
with stopping in transit privileges at 
Omaha, Neb.; alleges it was assessed 
$6.74 per ton up to Omaha, plus 17 
cents per hundredweight to Penn- 
sylvania points, and 16% cents to Ell- 
wood; that rate should have been 
$9.74 from Murray to Pennsylvania 
points and $9.54 to Ellwood; Oct 16, 
p 411. 


American Tobacco Co, Jersey City, N. 


J.. vs C, M & St P et al (2677). 
Alleges it was charged through 
fourth-class rates on tobacco during 
spring of 1908 from Wisconsin points 
to* Louisville, Ky., and Middletown, 
O.; that the sums of the local rates 
~— have been charged; July 10, 
p 82. 


Anderson-Tully Co, Memphis, Tenn., 


and Vicksburg, Miss., vs C, RI & P 
and A, T & S F (2684). Alleges it 
was charged 60 cents on box lumber 
from Memphis, Tenn., to Woodward, 
Okla.; that proper rate should have 
been 35% cents; July 24, p 168. 


Anderson Vehicle Co, Fond du 1a. 


Wis., vs L S & M S et al (2712 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged 55 cents on cutters from 
Jackson, Mich., to Fond du Lac, 
Wis.; that 32% cents is proper rate; 
July 31, p 186. 


Andys Ridge Coal Co et al vs Sou Ry 
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et al (2836). Complainants allege 
that unless the present differential 
of 25 cents per ton on coal from 
Coal Creek district in Tennessee to 
points in the Carolinas, Georgia and 
Florida is allowed to stand their 
business in that territory will be de- 
stroyed and ask that said differen- 
tial be increased to 40 cents to en- 
able them to compete with coal from 
Virginia mines; Sept 18, p 326. 


Anguish, B. D., Chicago, Ill., vs C, M 


& St P et al (2663). Alleges that he 
was charged excessive rate of 26 
cents on potatoes from Delavan, Wis., 
to Terre Haute, Ind.; that proper 
rate was combination on Burlington, 
Wis., viz, 18 cents; July 3, p 33. 


Arlington Heights Fruit Exchange, 


Riverside, Cal., et al vs Sou Pac et al 
(3000). Complaints allege that rate 
on lemons from -California points 
to destinations named in Transcon- 
tinental tariffs should not exceed $1; 
petition Commission to establish just 
and proper rates on oranges, grape- 
fruit, limes, mandarines, tangerines 
and citrons and a reasonable icing 
and refrigeration charges on_ ship- 
ments of citrus fruits; Dee 25, p 682. 
—See also ‘Rate Advances—Lemons.”’ 


Armour & Co, Chicago, Ill., vs C, M & 


St P and Wabash (2883). Alleges 
they were charged 28% cents on fresh 
meat from Sioux City, Ia., to Gary, 
Ind., March, 1909; that proper rate 
— have been 20 cents; Oct 9, p 


Arrow Lumber & Shingle Co of Se- 


attle, Wash., vs Can Pac et al (2906). 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged 91 cents on shingles from 
Vancouver, B. C., to Monticello, N. Y.; 
that same was misrouted and that 
rate should have been 87 cents; that 
the Can Pac had agreed to reduce 
its proportion of the 91-cent rate to 
59 cents; Oct 23, p 440. 


Austin Manufacturing Co, Chicago, IIl., 


vs Ill Cent et al (2989). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged 28 cents 
on rock crushing machinery from 
Harvey, Ill., to Gross, Mich., Dec 4, 
1908, and claims that there was a 
rate of 20 cents in effect at the time 
via the C & N W; Dec 4, p 580. 


Babcox & Wilcox Co, Bayonne, N. J., 


vs C RRof N J et al (2803). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
$1 on flanged boiler heads or ends 
from Bayonne, N. J., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; that rate should not ex- 
ceed that on boilers; Sept 4, p 284. 


Baer Bros Mercantile Co, Leadville, 


Colo.. vs D & R G and Mo Pac 
(2746). Complainant alleges that 
during 1907 and 1909 it has been 
charged 90, 92 and 94 cents on beer 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Weadville, 
Colo.; that rate should not have ex- 
ceeded 70 cents; Aug 21, p 254. 


Ball, F. W.. San Francisco, Cal., vs 


P & L E (2867). Alleges he was 
charged rate of $1 on _ oil from 
Caraopolis, Pa.. to San Francisco. 
Cal., Feb. 27, 1909; that rate should 
have been 90 cents; Oct 2, p 373. 


Ballin, Soloman, Elko, Nev., vs Sou 


Pac et al (2738). Complainant asks 
that defendants he required to place 
on sale at Elko, Nev., regular round- 
trip tickets to California points; that 
at present passengers are required to 
pay full cash fares or purchase tickets 
at Reno, Nev.; Aug 14, p 287. 


Baltimore Butchers’ Abattoir & Tive 


Stock Co, Baltimore, Md., vs P B 
& W and P R R_ (2980). Com- 
plainant asks that defendants be 
compelled to receive and deliver to 
complainant’s switch at Gwynns Run, 
M4., all shipments of live stock upon 
the same terms as live stock con- 
signed to Union Stock Yards, Balti- 
more, Md.: Nov 27, p 560. 


Bamble Brothers, Butte, S. D., vs C, M 


& St Pand C M & Puget S (2715). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
on the basis of 5,000 pounds mini- 
mum on 1,155 pounds of plate glass 
shipped from St. Paul, Minn., to 
Lemon, S. D.: that actual weight 
should have applied: July 31, p 186. 


Barlow, J. S., vs Mo Pac et al (2996). 


Complainant alleges it has’ been 
charged 74 cents on engines, Jan. 25, 
1909. from Fairmont, Ind., to Bart- 
lesville, Okla., and that proper rate 
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should have been 14 cents to Mis- 

souri river, plus 45 cents, Missouri 
river to Bartlesville; Dec 4, p 580. 

Barrett Manufacturing Co, New York, 
N. Y., vs CR R of NJ (2780). Com- 
plainant claims allowance of $195.76, 
due from defendant for lighterage on 
coal tar, roofing paper, pitch and 
asphalt, shipped from its factories at 
Shadyside, N. J., and Brooklyn, N, Y., 
to Jersey City, N. J.; Aug 28, p 273. 

Bell, O, C., Potomac City, Va., vs Wash 
Alex & Mt V (2661). Alleges ex- 
cessive passenger rates from Wash- 
ington, D. C., to Four-Mile Run, St. 
Elmo, St. Asaph, Mount Ida and Del 
Ray, Va., as compared with rates to 
a, a more distant point; July 
» Pp 33. 

Billings Chamber of Commerce, Bill- 
ings, Mont., vs Ahnapee & Western 
et al (2775). Complainant prays for 
the establishment of reasonable pro- 
portional or differential bases between 
Chicago, Peoria, Ill., St. Louis, Mo., 
St. Paul. Duluth, Minn., East St. 
Louis, Ill., and other basing points, 
on traffic to or from points east 
ee and Billings, Mont.; Aug 28, 
p A 

Billings Chamber of Commerce, Bill- 
ings, Mont., vs C, B & Q (2788). 
Complainant alleges that the present 
less-than-carload class rates from 
Billings, Mont., to points in Wyoming 
on the C, B & Q are excessive and 
unreasonable, and that preference in 
rates is given on shipments to the 
same territory when from St. Paul, 
Minneapolis, Duluth, Omaha and Den- 
ver; Aug 28, p 273. 

Black Horse Tobacco Co of N J vs Ill 
Cent et al (2586). Alleges improper 
minimum weights on leaf tobacco, in 
hogsheads, from Fulton, Hopkinsville 
and Mayfield, Ky., to Monterey, Mex.; 
that weight upon which charges were 
assessed was in excess of maximum 
loading capacity of cars; July 3, p 33. 

Black Horse Tobacco Co of N J vs L 
& N et al (2664). Substance of this 
complaint same as No. 2586, ante; 
shipments from Hopkinsville, Ky., and 
Clarksville, Tenn., to Monterey, Mcx.; 
July 3, p 33. 

Block, A. S., St. Louis, Mo., vs L & N 

(3028) Complainant alleges he hag 

been charged 62c on _ strawberries 

from Pomona, Tenn., to East St. 

Louis, Ill., May 22, 1909; that rate 

was based on combination: Pomona 

to Humboldt. Tenn., 23c: Humboldt 
to East St. Louis, 39c. Objection is 
made to the 23¢c rate, complainant 
alleging that the proper rate should 
be 39c from Pomona to East St. 
Lows, plus $5 stopoff charge; Dec 25, 
p 682. 


Block-Pollok Tron Company, Chicago, 
Tll., vs C & N W (2856). Complainant 
alleges that in June, 1908, it had Wis- 
consin Steel Co ship four carloads of 
serap iron from said steel company’s 
plant near Deering, IIll., to petitioner 
at Deering, in care of the agent of 
the C & N W;; that it afterward had 
the shipments sent to Wood street 
station, Chicago (destination Indiana 
Harbor); that it has been charged 
the excessive freight rate of $1.18 per 
gross ton from Deering to Wood 
street. Chicago, and that the proper 
rate should have been $4 per car of 
60,000 pounds, plus 10 cents per ton 
for excess weight; Sept 25, p 347. 

Blodgett Milling Co, Janesville, Wis., 
vs C, M & St P et al (2747). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
43% cents on flour from Janesville, 
Wis.. to Denver, Colo.; that rate 
should have been 35% cents; Aug 14, 
p 237. 

Blodgett Milling Co, Janesville, Wis., 
vs C, I & Sou et al (2776). Com- 
plainant alleges that on Oct 14-24, 
1906, it made two shipments of buck- 
wheat from Wheatland. Ind., to 
Janesville, Wis., at rate of 21% cents 
per 100 pounds, plus $7 switching; 
that proper rate would have been lic; 
Aug 28, p 273. 

Blodgett Milling Co, Janesville, Wis., 
vs C, I & Sou et al (2776). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
71 cents on buckwheat from Mosher- 
ville and Reed City, Mich., to Janes- 
ville, Wis., and 27% cents from Ray- 
millton, Pa., to the same destination; 
that proper rates are 13 and 17 cents, 
respectively; Aug 28, p 273. 
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Borgfeldt, George, & Co, New York, 
N. Y., vs Sou Pac et al (2957). Com- 
plainant alleges defendants have not 
abided by terms of a “‘through freight 
paid”’ bill of lading on crockery, etc., 
from Hamburg, Germany, to Cali- 
fornia terminals; that defendants 
have exacted charges in excess of 
those therein stipulated; Nov 20, p 
537. 


Breese Trenton Mining Co, Breese, IIl., 
and Lumaghi Coal Co, Collinsville, 
Tll., vs Wabash et al (2768). Com- 
plainants allege that for more than 
nineteen years prior to April 25, 1909, 
rate on soft coal from East St. Louis, 
Tll., to Omaha and South Omaha, 
Neb., was $1.80 ner ton; that de- 
fendants have increased this to $2; 
restoration of old rate asked; Aug 
28, p 278. 

Brooklyn Cooperage Co, Brooklyn, N. 
Y., and New Orleans, La., vs Ill Cent 
et al (2966). Complainant alleges un- 
just car service charges at New Or- 
leans, La., between December, 1907, 
and May, 1908, and claims that cars 
consigned to it have been held uytD 
after the free time allowance had 
elapsed before being placed on com- 
plainant’s sidetracks; Nov 27, p 560. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co, Chi- 
cago, Tll.. vs C, M & St P and Gt 
Nor (2907). Complainant alleges that 
it shipped four crates of partitions 
and glass from Chicago, TIll., to Chis- 
holm, Minn.; that same were refused 
by consignee and returned to Chi- 
eago; that defendants charged un- 
reasonable minimum of 5,000 pounds 
and that rates should have been 
— on actual weight; Oct 23, p 

Buck Brothers, Baltimore, Md., vs B 
& O (2941). Complainant alleges ex- 
cessive rate on coal shipped March 6, 
1909, from Randolph Mine, Pa., ‘to 
Locust Point, Md., and afterward re- 


— to Laurel, Md.; Nov 13, 
p F 
Bunch & Tussey, Alturas, Cal., vs Nev- 


Cal-Ore (2650-51-52). Alleges that 
they were charged $16 per ton on 
potatoes and onions from Reno, Nev., 
to Alturas, Cal., and that proper rate 
should not have exceeded $6 per ton; 
that they were charged $1.70 per hun- 
dred pounds on apples from same to 
same and that proper rate should not 
-s exceeded $7 per ton; Juiy 3, p 

Caddell & Sons, Walsenburg, Colo., vs 
Colo Sou et al (2991). Complainant 
alleges that shipments of coal April 
17 and 24, 1909, from Walsenburg, 
Colo., to Custer City, and Clinton, 
Okla., were misrouted; Dec 4, p 580. 

Cameron, William, & Co, Waco, Tex., 
vs Houston, East & West Texas et 
al (2876). Alleges it was charged 50 
eents on lumber from Davisville, 
Tex., to Santa Rita, N. M., Septem- 
ber 7, 1907: that proper rate was 39 
cents; Oct 9, p 392. 

Canadian Valley Grain Co, Calvin, 
Okla., vs C, RI & P and St LL IM 
& S (2865). Alleges that it was 
quoted rate of 24% cents on snapped 
corn from Calvin, Okla., to Arkadel- 
phia, Ark., May 8, 1908; that no 
through rate existed and that 29%c 
Was assessed; Oct 2, p 373. 

Carolina Portland Cement Co, Charles- 
ton. S. C., vs S A L and C & O 
(2994). Complainant alleges rate on 
cement, from Fordwick, Va., to Hope 
Mills, N. C., should not exceed 19% 
cents; Dec 4, p 580. 

Central Lumber Co, Minneapolis, Minn., 
vs C, M & St P et al (2644). Alleges 
that on shipments of lumber from 
Scranton, N. D., to points in the 
state of Washington it was charged 
local rate from Scranton to Aber- 
deen, S. D.; that proportional rate 
should have been applied; July 3, p 


Chamber of Commerce, Newport News, 
Va., vs Sou Ry et al (2965). Com- 
plainant alleges defendants’ system 
of freight rates is unjust and dis- 
criminatory as to Newport News, 
Va., and unduly preferential to Nor- 
folk, Va., and common points located 
on the Elizabeth river; Nov 27, p 560. 

Chanute Refining Co et al vs A, T & 
S F and Mo Pac (3009). Com- 
plainants allege that rate of 22 cents 
on petroleum and its products from 
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Chanute and Coffeyville, Kan., to 
Omaha, Neb., is excessive and un- 
reasonable, and should not exceed 
15 cents; Dec 18, p 649. 

Pat, Jacksonville, Fla., vs 
Ill Cent and Cent of Ga (2635-6). 
Alleges refusal of carriers to handle 
theatrical equipment for out-of-doors 
= in passenger trains; July 3, p 


Pat, Jacksonville, Fla., vs 
A C L (2858). Complainant alleges 
that defendant exacts a minimum 
charge of $50, regardless of distance 
hauled, for transporting two cars 
owned by complainant, said coaches 
being in all respects the same as or- 
dinary railway coaches. The cars are 
used by complainant for hauling the 
scenery, paraphernalia, troupe, etc., 
necessary for theatrical company, 
consisting of not more than 10 per- 
sons. Complainant claims that the 
proper rates would be $15 for trans- 
porting one car, $25 for two cars; 
Sept 25, p 347. 

Cotton Oil Co, Checotah, 
Okla., vs M, K & T et al (2912). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
$1.49 on cotton linters from Checotah, 
Okla., to Los Angeles, Cal.; that rate 
should have been $1.10; Oct 30, p 
458. 


Citizens’ League, Baker City, Ore., vs 


et alvs OR & N et al (2897). Com- 
plainant alleges that rates from all 
western, southern, eastern and New 
England points to Baker City, Ore., 
are excessive as compared with rates 
on same articles from same points of 
origin to Portland, Ore., and other 
towns situated on the O, R & N 
west of Baker City; Oct 23, p 440. 
Ashland, Wis., vs Western 
Transit et al (2798). Complainant 
alleges rates on all classes of freight 
to Ashland, Wis., from New York, 
Buffalo, N. Y., and Pittsburg, Pa., 
are unreasonable and unduly prefer- 
ential to Duluth, Minn., and Superior, 
Wis.; Sept 4, p 284. 


Clark, Fred G., Co, Cleveland, O., vs 


Buff & Susq and P R R (2931). Com- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged 10 cents on petroleum and its 
products between Stanards, N. Y., 
and Struthers, Pa.; that rate be- 
tween Stanards, Warren, Titusville 
and other points in the Warren- 
Titusville group is only 8% cents; 
that this rate should have been ap- 
plied to complainant’s traffic; Nov 6, 
p 477. 

Clinton Bridge & Iron Co, Clinton, Ia., 
vs C, M & St P (2921). Complainant 
alleges it was charged 20 cents on 
iron bridge material shipped from 
Clinton, Ia., to Durand, Wis., March 
14, 1908; that rate should not have 
exceeded 14 cents; Nov 6, p 477. 

Clow, J. B., & Sons, Aberdeen, S. D., 
vs P R R et al (2840). Complainant 
alleges rate on cast-iron pipe from 
Duluth, Minn., to Aberdeen, S. D., 
should be 29 cents, when shipment 
originates at. Newcomerstown, O.; 
Sept 25, p 347. 

Colorado Bedding Co, Pueblo, Colo., vs 
Cc. B & Q and Colo & Son (2685). 
Alleges it has been charged $1.15 and 
$1.67 on cotton linters from St. Louis, 
Mo., to Pueblo, Colo.; that proper 
rate should have been 70 cents; July 
24, p 168. 

Colorado Coal Traffic Assn, Denver, 
Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (2828). 
Complainant alleges excessive rates 
on coal from Walsenburg district in 
Colorado to points on C, RI & F in 
Kansas: T.incoln, Omaha and certain 
other Nebraska points; differential 
not to exceed 50 cents per ton be- 
tween mines at Louisville, Colo., and 
other mines in northern. district 
asked: that no more be charged for 
haul from Walsenburg district to in- 
termediate points than is contempo- 
raneously charged from _ aforesaid 
mines under substantially similar cir- 
cumstances and conditions to more 
distant points; Sept 18, n 326. 

Colorado Coal Traffic Assn, Denver, 
Colo., vs Colo & Sou et al (2881). 
Alleges rates from points in Walsen- 
burg, Colo., mining district to cer- 
tain Oklahoma points are prohibitive; 
that rate should be $3.50 per ton; 
Oct 16, p 411. 

Colorado Coal Traffic Assn vs Colo & 
Sou et al (2999). Complainant al- 
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leges that rates on coal from the 
Walsenburg district in Colorado to 
points on the C & N W in South 
Dakota. and Nebraska are excessive 
and unreasonable; Dec 11, p 613. 


Columbia Grocery Co, Columbia, Tenn., 


vs L & N (2944). Complainant al- 
leges it has been charged 31 cents on 
sugar from New Orleans, La., to 
Columbia, Tenn.; that rates to Nash- 
ville, Tenn., and points north, the 
traffic being hauled under similar cir- 
cumstances and conditions, is less; 
that rate should not exceed 11 cents; 
Nov 13, p 499. 


Commercial Club, Omaha, Neb., vs Sou 


Pac et al (2736). Complainant al- 
leges that proper rate on beans from 
California points to Omaha, Neb., was 
and is 75 cents; that 85 cents has 
been charged; Aug 14, p 237. 


Commercial Club, Omaha, Neb., vs B 


& O et al (2915). Complainant al- 
leges that rates on dairy products 
from Omaha, Neb., to New England, 
eastern and western points are un- 
reasonable; that said rates are made 
up of combinations upon the Missis- 
sippi river; reasonable through routes 
and joint rates asked; Oct 30, p 458. 


Commercial Club Traffic Bureau, Salt 


Lake City, Utah, vs A, T & S F 
et al (2662). Alleges that present 
rates of freight charged by defend- 
ants are especially calculated to pro- 
mote the growth of San Francisco, 
Cal., and other Pacific coast cities, 
and to produce and maintain an 
opposite condition for the cities and 
state of Utah; that the class rates 
between Chicago, Ill., Mississippi and 
Missouri river territories, and Ogden, 
Salt Lake City and Provo, Utah, are 
unjust, unreasonable and _ discrimi- 
natory; that rates on lemons, grapes 
and fruits from California points to 
Utah points are excessive, as are also 
passenger rates to and from Utah 
points; July 3, p 33. 

Consumers’ Ice Co, El Paso, Tex., vs 
Tex & Pac et al (2709). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged $5 per 
ear for switching coal at El Paso; 
that rate should not have exceeded 
$3; July 31, p 186. 

Consumers’ Ice Co, El Paso, Tex., vs 
A, T & S F (2729). Alleges ex- 
cessive rates on coal from Gallup, 
N. M., to El Paso, Tex., and ex- 
cessive switching charges at Cour- 
chesne, Tex.; Aug 7, p 205. 

Coors, A., Golden, Colo., vs Sou Fac 
et al (2981). Complainant alleges 
$1.16 was proper rate on tin bottle 
caps and hardware from Baltimore, 
Md., to Denver, Colo., October 20, 
1907; Nov 27. p 560. 

Copper Queen Consolidated Mining Co, 
Douglas, Ariz., vs P R R et al (2756). 
Complainant alleges excessive charges 
on carload of coke from Brandenburg, 
Pa., May 16, 1907, billed to Douglas, 
Ariz., and diverted in transit to El 
Paso, Tex.; Aug 21, p 254. 

Copper Queen Consolidated Mining Co, 
Douglas, Ariz., vs B & O et al (2790). 
Complainant alleges that it has been 
charged $201.82 freight on 42,900 
pounds of coke from Connellsville, 
Pa., to El Paso, Tex., August, 1907; 
that such rate is the Eagle (Pa.) 
combination rate and is excessive, and 
that the-proper rate should have been 
$7.80 per net ton; Aug 28, p 273. 

Crane Tron Works, Catasauqua, Pa., vs 
C RR of N J and Crane R R (2673). 
Complainant alleges that C R R of 
N J has on file with Commission its 
I Cc C No. F410 on commodities, in 
which defendants exclude shipments 
to or from Catasauqua for account 
of complainant and the Empire Iron 
& Steel Co as such companies are 
operating companies of the Crane 
R R;: complainant alleges that such 
statement is erroneous; that the 
plants in question are not operated 
by the Crane R R. Complainant fur- 
ther alleges that on freight to or 
from its furnaces it is compelled to 
pay more than other shippers on the 
line of the Crane R R. Commission 
is asked to remove. discrimination 
and to prescribe, among other things, 
a rate on mill cinder from Dover, 
N. J., to plant of complainant not 
to exceed 70 cents per ton and the 
same rate on pig iron from the com- 
plainant’s plant; July 10, p 82. 
Darbyshire-Harvie Iron & Machine 
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18 : Co, El Paso, Tex,. vs Tex & Pac 
0 } (2709). Complainant alleges it has 
h & been charged $5 per car switching 
re charges on coal at El Paso, Tex.; 


that rate should not have exceeded 


les $3; July 31, p 186. 

1- Davies, Alfred Owen, Chicago, IIl., vs 
mn C& Eland L & N (2882). Alleges 
to that charges for loading, stripping 
“al and bracing carload shipments of 


fruit and vegetables from points on 










via L & N to Chicago, Ill., are excessive 
S; and exceed the actual cost of labor; 
S; Oct 9, p 392. 
ou Davies, Edward G., Chicago, IIl., vs Ill 
i Cent (2862). Alleges excessive un- 
eat loading charges on fruits and vege- 
as tables at Chicago, Ill.; that prior to 
as January 1, 1908, defendant  per- 
formed this service free; that since 
that time a charge has been made, 
B but that no substantial change has 
al- been made in the rates themselves; 
- + Oct 2, p 373. 
ae Day, J. H., Co., Cincinnati, O., vs B & 
de oO Ss Ww and Term RR Assn of St. 
is- Louis (2855). Complainant alleges 
tes ' that the proper rate for transporting 
58. 31 iron drying racks from Brighton, 
alt ' O., to St. Louis, Mo., Aug 9, 19 and 
F i 24, 1907, should not have exceeded 35 
ent ' cents, minimum weight 10,000 pounds; 
nd- Sept 25, p 347. 
To- Dayton Chamber of Commerce, Dayton, 
$c0, O., vs C & Oand C, C, C & St L 
ies, (2872). Alleges unreasonable rates on 
an coal from Lester and Glendale, W. 
and Va., to Dayton, O., as compared with 
‘tes rates from same points of origin to 
and West Carrollton and South Dayton, 
jen, O.; Oct 9, p 392. 
are Delray Salt Co, Detroit, Mich., vs Mich 
mi- Cent et al (2782). Complainant al- 
ipes leges it has been charged 21% cents 
; to on salt, June 25, 1908, from Junction 
also Yard, Detroit, Mich., to Delavan, 
Itah Wis., and that 132, cents was the 
proper rate; Aug 28, p 273. 
vs Delray Salt Co, Detroit, Mich., vs D, 
1ant T & I et al (2809). Complainant 
per alleges that-1324 cents was the proper 
aso: rate on salt, from Detroit, Mich., to 
ded Memphis, Tenn., during March, 1909; 
Sept 11, p 304. 
, vs Delray Salt Co, Detroit, Mich., vs 
ex- Grand Trunk et al (2896). Com- 
llup, plainant alleges that for a long time 
ex- prior to September 6, 1909, through 
our- rate on salt from Detroit, Mich., to 
Meridian, Miss., was 2134 cents; that 
Fac effective that date said rate was can- 
eges celed, leaving combination of 26%c 
ottle via Cairo, Ill.; Commission is asked 
nore, to order the restoration of the 21%4- 
20, cent rate; Oct 23, p 440. 
Dickinson, Albert, Seed Co, Chicago, 
r Co, Ill., vs C, St P, M & O et al (2799). 
756) Complainant alleges it has been 
arges charged $1.25 on less-than-carload 
burg, shipments of millet seed from Minne- 
glas, apolis, Minn., to Sacramento, Cal., 
o El plus 4 cents to Petluma, Cay., and 
$1.90 plus 4 cents on flaxseed; that 
x Co, rates should not have exceeded $1; 
790). Sept 4, p 284. 
been Dickinson, Albert, Co, Chicago, IIl., vs 
42,900 Cc. M & St P (2922). Complainant 
sville, alleges it was charged 32 cents, plus 
1907; $5 per car for stopping in transit, on 
(Pa.) shipment of grass seeds from Man- 
» an ning, Ia., to Chicago, Ill.; that law- 
been f ful rate was 27 cents; Nov 6, p 477. 
3. Dobbs, E. P., Marietta, Ga., vs L & N 
a., Vs (2864). Alleges he has been charged 
2673). rates of 58 and 70 cents on ship- 
R of ments of peaches from Oakhurst, 
on its Ga., to Lexington, Ky., and Cincin- 
es, in nati, O., respectively; that rate should 
ments not exceed 27 cents to either place; 
‘count Oct. 2, p 378. 
> Tron Donaghue, P. P., Milwaukee, Wis., vs 
.s are c.M&St PandM,StP&SSM 
Crane (2873). Alleges that proper rate on 
- such corn from Dawson, Ia., to Trevor, 
t the Wis., via either Chicago, TIIll., or 
erated Waukesha, Wis., is 12.6 cents; that 
it fur- defendants have charged him 17.6 
to or cents; Oct 9, p 392. 
lied to Dreyfus Bros, Montgomery, Ala., vs L 
on the & N (2688). Allege they were charged 
nission 90 cents on candy from Montgomery, 
ination a Ala., to Lake Charles, La.; that rate 
things, should have been 78 cents; July 24, 
Dover, p 168. . 
nt not Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., Powder 
nd the Co, Wilmington, Del., vs P R R and 
e com- L V (2732). Complainant alleges it 
has been charged 15 cents on im- 
fachine port nitrate of soda from Philadel- 
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phia, Pa., to Gracedale, Pa.; that rate 
should be 12 cents; Aug 7, p 205. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., Powder 


Co, vs D, L & W et al (2797). Com- 
plainant alleges excessive rates on 
sulphuric acid from Howe and De- 
pew, Ill., to Emporium, Pa., and 
Hopatcong, N. J.; that rates should 
not exceed 22% and 29% cents, re- 
spectively; Sept 4, p 284. 


Durbin, C. W., vs D & RG et al 


(2890). Alleges excessive rates on coal 
from Colorado mines to Union Pac 
points in Kansas; Oct 16, p 411. 


Emerson Manufacturing Co, Rockford, 


Ill., vs C, M & St P (2936). Com- 
plainant alleges it was charged 32 
cents on agricultural implements from 
Rockford, Ill., to Cowgill, Mo., Jan- 
uary 2, 1909; that rate should have 
been 26% cents; Nov 13, p 499. 


El Paso, Tex., Various Merchants of, 


vs A, T & S F (2970). Complainants 
allege that 82 cents is the proper 
rate on vegetables and $1.03 on pinon 
nuts from Albuquerque, N. M., to El 
Paso, Tex.; that less-than-carload 
rates from same to same on canned 
goods, clothing and hardware are also 
unreasonable; Nov 27, p 562. 


Farmers’ Handy Wagon Co, Saginaw, 


Mich., vs Pere M and C & N W 
(2771). Complainant alleges that it 
has been charged 28 cents on silos, 
from Saginaw, Mich., to Oshkosh, 
Wis., and that 19 cents was proper 
rate; Aug 28, p 273. 


Fathauer, Theo., Co, Chicago, Ill., vs 


Wabash et al (2815). Alleges ex- 
cessive charges on hardwood lumber, 
from Blissville, Ark., to Chicago, IIl., 
during years 1906, 1907 and 1908; that 
defendants -have caused shipments 
originating at Blissville, Ark., to be 
billed from Shults, Ark., in order that 
complainant be compelled to pay one 
vg higher freight rates; Sept 11, 
p 304. 


Faulkner, Geo. A., Oakland, Cal., vs 


Erie et al (2837—since consolidated 
with No. 2789). Complainant alleges 
that he has been charged $6 on motor 
eycles, L C L, from Hammondsport, 
N. Y., to Oakland. Cal., during the 
years 1908 and 1909, and that rate 
should not have exceeded $3.60; Sept 
25, p 347. 


Federal Sugar Refining Co, New York, 


vs B & O et al (2888). Alleges that 
it is located within free lighterage 
limits of defendants; that said de- 
fendants make certain lighterage al- 
lowances to competitors of complain- 
ant, but refuse to make any allow- 
ance to complainant for performing 
similar lighterage service; Oct 9, p 
392. 


Felton Grain Co, Dallas, Tex.. vs Union 


Pac et al (2654). Alleges that it was 
charged 67 cents on hay from Hen- 
derson, Colo., to Brementz Bridge, 
La.; that 40 cents was the proper 
rate; July 3, p 33. 


Ferguson Sawmill Co. Little Rock, 


Ark.., vs St L, IM & S and C, RI 
& P (2806-7). Complainant alleges 
it has been charged 14 cents on 
cypress and yellow pine lumber from 
Little Rock and Woods, Ark., to 
Memphis, Tenn., and that proper rate 
should have been 8 cents; that rates 
have been unreasonably advanced 
from same points of origin to Kansas 
City, Mo.; Sept 4, p 284. 


Finley, F. H., & Son, Washington, D. 


C., vs Wash Alex & Mt V (2660). 
Alleges rate of 14 cents on soda and 
mineral waters from Washington, 
D. C., to Alexandria, Va., and return 
of empty bottles, is unreasonable; 
that carrier agreed to make a rate of 
6 cents for the service; that any 
rate in excess of that figure is un- 
reasonable; July 3, p 33. 


Forest Lumber Co vs A, T & S F et al 


(2719). Complainant alleges excessive 
rates on coal from Arkansas points 
to Fostoria, Tex.; Aug 7, p 205. 


Freed, A., San Francisco, Cal., vs Sou 


Pac et al (2824). Complainant alleges 
he has been charged $6 on motor 
eycles in L C L quantities, from Chi- 
eago, Ill., and Milwaukee, Wis., 
Aurora, Ill., Hammondsport and 
Angola, N. Y., to San Francisco and 
Los Angeles, Cal., and that $3.60 is 
the proper rate; Sept 18, p 326. 


Freeman Lumber Co, Gleason, Ark., vs 


St L, I M & S and Mo Pac (2691). 


‘\ 


Alleges rates on lumber from Glea- 
son, Ark., are unreasonably high; 
July 24, p 168. 

Friend Paper Co, West Carrollton, O., 
vs C, C, C & St L (2744). Com- 
plainant alleges that it is, entitled to 
$210 reparation because it has not 
been allowed proper credit for cars 
unloaded within the 24-hour period; 
Aug 14, p 237. 

Fritch Hardware Co, Denver, Colo., vs 
D& RG et al (2901). Complainant 
alleges it was charged following on 
earload of agricultural implements, 
weighing 24,617 pounds: Wallingford, 
Vt., to Mississippi river, 31 cents, 
minimum of 30,000 pounds; to Den- 
ver, Colo., $1.07; that rates should 
have been—Wallingford to river, 3lc, 
actual weight; Mississippi to Missouri 
river, 27 cents, 30,000-pound mini- 
mum; to Denver, 80 cents, actual 
weight; Oct 23, p 440. 

Fuller, W. P., & Co, San Francisco, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac (2707). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged $1 on oil 
from Cleveland, O., to San Francisco, 
Cal., Minneapolis, Minn., to Los An- 
geles, Cal., and Seattle, Wash.; that 
proper rate is 90 cents; July 31, p 
186. 


Fullerton Lumber Co vs C, M & St P 
et al (2949). Complainant alleges that 
during the construction of White 
River Valley division of the St. Paul 
road, it was compelled to pay through 
rates, plus local distance tariff rates, 
on lumber from Minnesota Transfer, 
Minneapolis, South Stillwater and 
Ely, Minn., and Cotton, Wis., to 
Stamford and Kadoka, S. D.; that 
said rates were excessive and should 
not have exceeded the through rates 
since established; Nov 13, p 499. 


Gamble-Robinson Commission Co, Min- 
neapolis, Minn., vs C, M & St P and 
Minn & St L (2934). Complainant 
alleges it was charged 24.1 cents on 
watermelons from Cone, Ia., to New 
Prague, Minn., September 6, 1908; 
that rate should have been 17 cents; 
Nov 13, p 499. 


Gamble-Robinson Commission Co, Min- 
neapolis, Minn., vs C, B & Q et al 
(3008). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 77.9 cents on grapes 
from Montrose, Ia., to Rochester, 
Minn., September 8, 1906, and that 
such rate was excessive; Dec 11, p 613. 

Gisholt Machine Co, Madison, Wis., 
vs C, C, C & St L et al (2868). Al- 
leges that during February, April and 
May, 1909, it has been charged 71 and 
77 cents on shipments of iron-work- 
ing machines from Madison, Wis., to 
Detroit, Mich.; that rate should not 
have exceeded combination of 51% 
cents; Oct 2, p 373. 

Glavin Elevator Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs C & N W and C, St P, M&O 
(2945). Complainant alleges it was 
quoted rate of 20 cents on _ corn 
shipped from Glidden, Ia., to Chetek, 
Wis., but charged 25 cents; that rate 
— have been 1914 cents; Nov 13, 
p 499. 

Goddard, Joseph, vs C & N W and 
P.c, C & St L (2727). Complainant 
alleges excessive rates on cheese 
from Sheboygan, Wis., to Muncie, 
Ind.; Aug 7, p 205. 

Goldburg, Boyne & Co, San Francisco, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2832). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
$1.10 on beer from Harlem River, 
New York City and St. Louis to San 
Francisco and Oakland, Cal.; that 
rate should have been $1; Sept 18, 
p 326. 

Great Western Sugar Co, Denver, Colo., 
vs Union Pac et al (2657). Alleges 
it was charged 70 cents on sugar from 
Sterling, Colo., to La Crosse, Wis.; 
that proper rate should have been 30 
cents; July 3, p 33. 

Greer-Houghton Lumber Co, Indianap- 
olis, Ind., vs L & N et al (2997). 
Complainant alleges that 24 cents 
was the proper rate on lumber from 
River Falls, Ala., to Waynetown, 
Ind., and that carriers assessed 28 
cents on shipment Nov 10, 1908; 
Dec 4, p 580. 

Gregg Mason Grain Co, Kansas City, 
Mo., vs Wabash et al (2672). Al- 
leges that it has been charged 15 
cents on wheat from Kansas City, 
Mo., to Milwaukee, Wis.; that proper 
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ye ate have been 12 cents; July 

» D 34, 

Gulf Lumber Co, Cravens, La, vs C, 
M & St P (2689). Alleges it was 
charged 90% cents on saw mill ma- 
chinery from Wausau, Wis., to 
Cravens, La.; that rate should have 
been 77 cents; July 24, p 169. 

Hagar Iron Co, St. Louis, Mo., vs 
P R R et al (3007). Complainant 
alleges that 59 cents on steel plates 
January 23, 1909, from Breckinridge, 
Pa., to Houston, Tex., via New York 
and water, was excessive and that 
rate should have been 32 cents; Dec 
11, p 613. 

Hammond, Fred L., Newburgh, N. Y., 
vs B & M et al (2739). Complainant 
alleges he has been charged $2.30 per 
net ton on brick from Epping, N. H., 
to West Point, N. Y.; that $4.10 per 
— is the proper rate; Aug 14, 
p a 

Hammond Lumber Co, San Francisco, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2682). Al- 
leges excessive rates on lumber from 
California points to various inter- 
state destinations; July 17, p 135. 

Harbor City Wholesale Co, San Pedro, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2611). Al- 
leges that rates to San Pedro, Cal., 
from points east of the Missouri 
river are unreasonable; prays that 
San Pedro be given ‘Pacific coast 
terminal’ rates; July 24, p 169. 

Hartman Furniture & Carpet Co, Min- 
neapolis, Minn., vs C, RI & P (2783). 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged 49 cents on chairs from Mal- 
vern, Ark., to Milwaukee, Wis., and 
that proper rate was 39 cents; Aug 
28, p 273. 

Heath Hardware Co et al, Monroe, 
N. C., vs S A L et al (3015). Com- 
plainants allege that the following 
rates are excessive: Sheet iron, C L, 
from Youngstown, O., to Monroe, 
N. C., 41 cents; wire fencing, L C L, 
from Monessen, Pa., to Lawrenceville, 
Va., 40 cents; Dec 18, p 649. 

Heintz, H. J., Co, Pittsburg, Pa., vs 
N YC & St Let al (2668). Alleges 
rate of 20% cents on salt from Cleve- 
land, O., to Muscatine, Ia., was ex- 
cessive; that proper rate should have 
been 14 cents; July 3, p 33. 

Heintz, H. J., Co, Pittsburg, Pa., vs 
Pere M and C, M & St P (2749). 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged 21% cents on salt from 
Saginaw, Mich., to Ripon, Wis.; that 
rate should have been 13% cents; 
Aug 21, p 254. 

Henley, George, Hettinger, N. D., vs 
Cc,Mé&St Pandc,M &PS (2990). 
Complainant alleges excessive rates 
on emigrants’ movables, including 
three horses, two cows and one pig, 
from Armour, S. D., to Lemmon, 
aaa for Hettinger, N. D.; Dec 4, 
p b 

Herf & Frerichs Chemical Co, St. 
Louis, Mo., vs Sou Ry et al (2843). 
Complainant alleges that defendants 
quoted a rate of $2.70 per ton on 
sulphate of ammonia from Ensley, 
Ala., to St. Louis, Mo., shipments 
moving in May, June and July of 
1907, and that since the shipments 
moved defendants have collected 
enough additional freight charges 
from complainant to make the rate 
$4.75 per ton, claiming that the rate 
of $2.70 had expired by limitation 
December 31, 1905; while a shipment 
was in transit, defendant re-estab- 
lished the rate of $2.70 and that such 
rate has since been in effect; Sept 
25, p 347. 

Hettinger Hardware Co, Hettinger, N. 
D., vs C, M & St Pand C, M & Puget 
S (2794). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged rates based on the Mis- 
souri river on less-than-carload ship- 
ments of nails, stoves, spades, forks 
and wire netting from Minneapolis, 
Minn., to Hettinger, N. D.; that such 
rates are excessive and should not 
exceed those established by the Com- 
mission in Allen & Co vs C, M & St 
P (1585), viz, second class, $1.06; 
third, 87 cents, and fourth, 69 cents; 
Aug 28, p 273. 

Holle, Joseph W., San Francisco, Cal., 

vs Sou Pac et al (2823). Excessive 

rate of $6 on motor-cycles, L C L, 

from Geneseo and Chicago, Ill., and 

Milwaukee, Wis., to San Francisco 

and Los Angeles, Cal.; complainant 
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alleges that $3.60 is the proper rate; 
Sept 18, p 326. 

Hollingshead & Blei Co, Chicago, IIl., 
vs P & LE et al (2995). Complain- 
ant alleges 22 cents was proper rate 
on hoop steel from West Pittsburg, 
Pa., to Menominee, Mich., Nov 18, 
1907; Dec 4, p 580. 

Holverscheid, Henry, & Co, Chicago, 
Ill, vs L & N et al (2723). Com- 
plainant alleges excessive rates on 
bituminous coal from Four Mile, Ky., 
to South Whitney, Ind.; Aug 7, p 205. 

Hope Cotton Oil Co, Inc, Hope, Ark., 
vs Tex & Pac and St LLIMé&s&S 
(2812). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 54 cents on empty sec- 
ond-hand bags from New Orleans, 
La., to Hope, Ark.; that rate should 
~~ exceeded 36 cents; Sept 11, 
p ‘ 

Hopkins, C. C., San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2825). Complainant 
alleges that $3.60 is proper rate on 
motor cycles in L C L quantities from 
Springfield, Mass., to San Francisco 
and Oakland, Cal.; that he has been 
charged $6; Sept 18, p 326. 

Hopkins, John D., Newman, IIl., vs C, 
H & D (2743). Complainant alleges 
discrimination against Newman, II1., 
because of refusal of defendant to 
stop one of its refrigerator cars in 
transit from Tuscola, Ill., to In- 
dianapolis, Ind., to load on perish- 
able freight; Aug 14, p 237. 

Houlk Tie Co vs M, J & KC andM & 
O (2725). Complainant alleges it was 
charged 14 cents on railroad cross-ties 
from Thelma and other local points 
on the M, J & K C to Cairo, Ill., for 
beyond; that rate should not have 
exceeded 10 cents; Aug 7, p 205. 

Houston Structural Steel Co, Houston, 
Tex., vs Wabash et al (2829). Com- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged the first-class rate of $1.67, 
minimum weight 5,000 pounds, for the 
transportation of six pieces of struc- 
tural steel (1,301 pounds) from Chi- 
cago, Ill., to Houston, Tex., and al- 
leges that the shipment should have 
moved at 81 cents, based on the 
actual weight; Sept 18, p 326. 

Howard, E. A., & Co, San Francisco, 
Cal., vs Sou Pac et al (2637-8-9-40- 
1-2-3). Alleges it was charged 85 
cents on lumber from Memphis, 
Tenn., Glidden, Wis., Chaney, Miss., 
Collinston, La., Shults, Ark., Naples, 
Tex., Marked Tree and Gilmore, Ark., 
to San Francisco and other Cali- 
fornia points; that rate should have 
been 75 cents; July 3, p 33. 

Howard, E. A., & Co, San Francisco, 
Cal., vs C, RI & P et al (2692). Al- 
leges it was charged 85 cents on lum- 
ber from Quigley, Ark., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.; that rate should have 
been 75 cents; July 24, p 169. 

Huerfano Coal Co, Denver, Colo., vs 
Colo & Sou et al (2849). Complain- 
ant alleges excessive reconsigning 
charge on car of coal shipped from 
Nally Mine, Colo., to Stratford, Tex., 
consigned to complainant at Liberal, 
Kan., and reconsigned before arrival 
at Stratford to Dalhart, Tex.; Sept. 
25, p 347. 

Huntsville Foundry & Machine Works, 
Huntsville, Ala., vs Sou Ry (2772). 
Complainant alleges that it has been 
charged 44 cents on two pieces of 
smokestack from Chattanooga, Tenn., 
to Huntsville Ala., December 17, 1908, 
1,016 pounds, and that such freight 
totaled $17.60, and was based on a 
minimum weight of 4,000 pounds; 
that proper rate should have been 
66 cents, based on actual weight; 
Aug 28, p 273. 

Hydraulic Press Brick Co, St. Louis, 
Mo., vs M & O et al (2811). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
pressed brick rate of 15 cents on 
pressed fire brick, on shipments made 
in 1908 and 1909, from Cheltenham, 
Mo., to Tuscaloosa, Ala., and that 12 
cents, the fire brick rate, was the 
proper one; Sept 11, p 304. 

Imperial Wheel Co, Pine Bluff, Ark., 
vs St L, IM & S and Pine B & W 
(2946). Complaint embraces an ap- 
plication for an industrial spur to be 
built by defendants at Pine Bluff, 
Ark.; Nov 13, p 499. 

Independent Brewing & Malting Co, 
Davenport, Ia., vs C, M & St P 
(2920). Complainant alleges it was 








charged 19% cents on malt from 
Davenport, Ia., to Omaha, Neb., July 
20, 1908; that prior to that date and 
subsequent thereto a rate of 7 cents 
was effective; that the higher rate 
was issued in error; reparation asked; 
Nov 6, p 477. 


Independent Supply Co, Napa, Cal., vs 


Cumb & Pa et al (2928). Complain- 
ant alleges that during May, June, 
July and August, 1907, defendants 
exacted rate of 75 cents on black- 
smith coal from Piedmont and 
Thuper, W. Va., to Los Angeles, Cal.; 
that said traffic was misrouted and 
that proper rate would have been 
52% cents; Nov 6, p 477. 


Ingersoll-Rand Co, New York, N. Y., 


vs Colo & Sou (2979). Complaint al- 
leges that $1.40 was and is the proper 
rate on mining machinery from Den- 
ver, Colo., to San Francisco and Los 
Angeles, Cal.; Nov 27, p 560. 


Ingersoll-Rand Co, New York, vs C R 


R of N J et al (3003). Complainant 
alleges that 44 cents was the proper 


rate on mining machinery from Oden- . 


welder, Pa., to Cardiff, Tenn., May 4, 
1907, and claims that it has been as- 
sessed 49 cents; Dec 11, p 613. 


International Harvester Co vs C, M & 


St P et al (2724). Alleges excessive 
rates on agricultural implements 
i? ee, Ill., to Lewiston; Aug 
» Pp 205. 


Interstate Commerce Commission vs 


B & OS W et al (2410). In re 
division of joint rates on stone from 
Indiana points to interstate points; 
Aug 7, p 205. 


In the Matter of Allowances for Trans- 


fer by Water at New York City 
(3002); Dec 18, p 649. 


In the Matter of Milling-in-Transit and 


Storage-in-Transit Privileges, the 
Rules and Regulations Relating 
Thereto, and the Substitution of Ton- 
nage at Transit Points Thereunder. 
Order instituting investigation (3002); 
Dec 11, p 613. 


Isbell, S. M., & Co, Jackson, Mich., vs 


LS &M §S et al (2687). Alleges it 
was charged 80 cents per 100 pounds 
on 2,900 pounds of beans from Spring- 
port, Mich., to Anniston, Ala.; that 
rate should have been 76 cents; July 
24, p 169. 


Jackson Iron & Steel Co, Jackson, O., 


et al vs Norf & West et al (2767). 
Complainants allege that present rate 
on coke from Pocahontas district to 
Wellston and Jackson, O., of $1.50 
per ton, is excessive, and that pref- 
erence is given to Ironton and Colum- 
bus, O.; Aug 28, p 273. 

Jones, Lee D., Memphis, Tenn., vs 
K C Sou (2874). Alleges that, through 
misrouting of shipments of hay from 
Amsterdam and Merwin, Mo., to 
Memphis, Tenn., he was forced to 
pay rate of 33 cents, whereas proper 
rate should have been 21% cents; 
Oct 9, p 392. 

Jordan, W. B., & Sons Co, Miles City, 
Mont., vs C, M & St PandC, M& 
Puget S (2937). Complainant alleges 
it was charged 59% cents on flour 
from Fargo, N. D., to Miles City, 
Mont.; that rate should not have ex- 
ceeded 45 cents; Nov 13, p 499. 

Joseph, Dan, Co, Columbus, Ga., VS 
Cent of Ga et al (2947). Complain- 
ant alleges that scale weights of de- 
fendants showed a car of oats shipped 
from Elk City, Okla., to Memphis, 
Tenn., and reshipped to Columbus, 
Ga., August, 1907, to be 60,000 pounds; 
that complainant’s weight record at 
destination was 47,000 pounds; repara- 
tion for charges paid on alleged ex- 
cess weight asked; Nov 13, p 499. 

Joynes, H. W., Pittsburg, Pa., vs PR 
R (2770). Complainant alleges that 
charges for detention of cars con- 
taining fruits and produce to be un- 
loaded at Pennsylvania lines produce 
yards, Pittsburg, Pa., are excessive, 
and that defendant does not give the 
proper allowance on freight not re- 
moved promptly, when circumstances 
beyond control of complainant are 
the causes for delay; Aug 28, p 273. 

Kaye & Carter Lumber Co, Minneap- 
olis, Minn., vs C, RI & P et 
(2993). Complainant alleges carriers 
have furnished much larger cars than 
were ordered for shipments of cedar 
posts from Westboro, Wis., to Buf- 
falo Center, Ia., claiming that 24,000- 
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pound cars were ordered and instead 
it received cars of the minimum 
capacity of 30,000 pounds; reparation 
claimed for freight caused by excess 
weight; Dec 4, p 580. 

Keeveny Lumber Co, Cincinnati, O., vs 
M, J & K C et al (2714). Complain- 
ant alleges it has been charged 23 
cents on poplar lumber from Laurel, 
Miss., to Cincinnati, O.; that rate 
should not have exceeded 21 cents; 
July 31, p 186. 

Kentucky Wagon Manufacturing Co of 
Louisville, Ky., vs Ill Cent et al 
(2696). Complainant alleges it was 
charged $1.35 on shipment of farm 
wagons from Louisville, Ky., to Sac- 
ramento, Cal., March 24, 1909; that 
rate should have been $1.25; July 24, 
p 169. 

Ketchum & Gaston Co, Marshalltown, 
Ta, (2793), vs C, M & St P and Iowa 
Cent. Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 27 cents on wagon 
boxes from Eau Claire, Wis., to Mar- 
shalltown, Ia., June 18, 1909, and that 
rate should not have exceeded 20 
cents; Aug 28, p 273. 

Kettering Mercantile Co, Denver, Colo., 
vs C, RI & P et al (2974). Complain- 
ant alleges overcharge on refriger- 
ators from Waterloo, Ia., to Rocky 
Ford, Colo., February 1, 1909; that 
rate should have been 87% cents; Nov 
27, p 560. 

Kiel Wooden Ware Co, Kiel, Wis., vs 
Cc. M & St P (2813). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged 4 cents 
on logs from Granite Bluff, Spur 219, 
Iron Mountain and Groveland Mine, 
Mich., to Kiel, Wis., between Decem- 
ber, 1907, and October, 1908, and 
claims that proper rate should have 
been $2.50 per 1,000 feet; Sept 11, p 
304. 

Kindel, George J., Denver, Colo., vs A, 
T & S F et a! (2802). Complainant 
alleges unreasonable and_  discrimi- 
natory advance in rates on all classes 
of freight from Galveston and Texas 
Citv, Tex., to Denver, Colo.; Sept 4, 
p 284. 

Kingman & Co, Peoria, Ill., vs C, H & 
D et al (2701). Complainant alleges 
it was charged 60 cents, plus $5 stop- 
ping-in-transit charge, on vehicles, 
January 14, 1909, from Cincinnati, O., 
to Richland Center, Wis.; that rate 
was combination on Chicago, Ill., viz, 
35 cents; July 24, p 169. 

Kleine Optical Co et al vs American 
Express Co et al (2721). Complain- 
ant alleges unreasonable rates and 
rulings on moving-picture films in 
Official Express Classification terri- 
tory; August 7, p 205. 

Lamb, J. I.. Co, La Crosse, Wis., vs 

& N W et al (2671). Alleges it 
was charged 27 cents on apples from 
Atchison, Kan., to La Crosse, Wis.; 
that proper rate should have been 21 
cents; July 3, p 34. 

Landers, Frary & Clark, New Britain, 
Conn., vs A, T & S F et al (2875). 
Allege that defendants charge double 
first-class rates on L C L shipments 
of aluminum and enamel coffee pots, 
with glass tops, and aluminum perco- 
lator attachments, from New Britain, 
Conn., to western points; that rate 
should not exceed first class; Oct 9, 
p 392. 

Laning-Harris Coal & Grain Co, Kan- 
sas City, Mo., vs C, RI & P and C, 
R I & G (2777). Complainant al- 
leges that defendants furnished cars 
much larger than were needed for 
shipments of oats from Kansas City, 
Mo., to Fort Worth, Tex., October 
10-12, 1907; complainant asks that 
freight be assessed on actual weight 
of shipments; Aug 28, p 273. 

Larrowe Milling Co, Detroit, Mich., vs 
C&N W et al (2655). Alleges that 
it was charged Class E rate of 29.09 
cents on dried beet pulp from Janes- 
ville, Wis., to Mendenhall, Pa.; that 
combination on Waukesha, Wis., 
vielded a rate of 18% cents and on 
Chicago, Ill., 19% cents. Commission 
is asked to determine what lawful 
rate should have been; July 3, p 34. 

Larrowe Milling Co, Detroit, Mich., vs 
C&N W etal (2656). Alleges it was 
charged 28.8 cents on dried beet pulp 
from Janesville, Wis., to Ellenburg, 
Pa.; that combination on Waukesha, 
Wis., yielded a rate of 17% cents; 

July 3, p 34. 
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Larrowe Milling Co, Detroit, Mich., vs 
C & N W et al (2670). Alleges it 
was charged 18.9 cents on dried beet 
pulp from Janesville, Wis., to Wind- 
ber, Pa.; that combination on Wau- 
kesha, Wis., yielded a rate of 17% 
cents; July 3, p 34. 

Larrowe Milling Co, Detroit, Mich., vs 
C & N W et al (2694). Complainant 
alleges it was charged 19.73 cents on 
dried beet pulp from Janesville, Wis., 
to Bird-in-Hand, Pa.; that proper 
rate was Waukesha, Wis., combina- 
tion, viz, 18% cents; July 24, p 169. 

Lauer, E., & Son, Alturas, Cal., vs Sou 
Pac et al (2648). Allege they were 
charged $34.40 per ton on barb wire 
and staples from San Francisco, Cal., 
to Alturas and $33.50 per ton on pipe, 
nails, iron and wire from Stockton; 
that proper rate for both shipments 
would have been $33 per ton; July 10, 
Dp 8&2. 

Lauer & Son, Alturas, Cal., vs Sou Pac 
et al (2649). Allege that they were 
charged excessive rate of $33.40 per 
ton on roof coating from Paraffin, 
Cal., to Alturas, via Reno, Nev., and 
on sugar from San Francisco, Cal., 
to Alturas; that proper rate should 
have been $33 per ton; July 3, p 34. 

Laurence-Hansley Fruit Co, Denver, 
Colo., vs Union Pac et al (2833). 
Complainant alleges that it has been 
charged $1 on apples from Belling- 
ham, Wash., to Denver, Colo., No- 
vember 13, 1907, and that the proper 
rate should have been 80 cents; Sept 
18, p 326. 

Lawrenceburg-Wardenburg Co vs Sou 
Pac and A, T & S F (2730). Com- 
plainant alleges excessive rate on 476 
sacks of beans from Sacramento, 
Cal., to Trinidad, Colo; Aug 7, p 205. 

League of Southern Idaho Commercial 
Clubs, Boise, Ida., vs O S L et al. 
Complainant alleges excessive rates 
on coal from mines in Wyoming to 
Boise, Nampa, Caldwell, Mountain 
Home, Twin Falls, Hailey, Filer, 
Buhl, Burley, Rupert and Gooding. 
TIda.; that rate should be reduced 
50 per cent; Aug 14, p 237. 

Lemmon Lumber Co, Lemmon, §S. D.., 
vs C, M & St Pand C, M & Puget S 
(2805). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged $9 per ton on coal from 
Galewood, Ill., to Lemmon, S. D.; 
that rate should have been $5.05; 
Sept 4, p 284. 

Lemmon Lumber Co, Lemmon, S D, vs 
Cc, M & St P and C, M & Puget S 
(2860). Alleges that it was charged 
third-class rates on building paper 
from Sioux City, Ia., to Lemmon, 
S. D., October, 1907; that proper rate 
was and is 79 cents; Oct 2, p 373. 

Lemmon Hardware Co, Lemmon, S. D., 
vs C, M & St P et al (2848). Com- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged the sum of the local rates 
to and from the Missouri river on 
shipments of merchandise, in less 
than carloads, from St. Paul, Minnea- 
polis, Chicago, West Pullman and Mil- 
waukee, to Lemmon, S. D., in Oc- 
tober and November, 1907, and that 
such rates are largely in excess of 
through rates; Sept 25, p 347. 

Leslie Paper Co, St. Paul, Minn., vs 
LS & M §S et al (2854). Complain- 
ant alleges that it has been charged 
excessive rates as follows: 33% cents 
on enamel book paper from Hamil- 
ton, O., to St. Paul, Minn.: 23 cents 
on pulp board from Elkhart, Ind., to 
St. Paul, Minn.: that the rate on 
pulp board should have been 20% 
cents and on enameled paper 26% 
cents; Sept 25, p 347. 


Lesser, Simon, Augusta, Ga., vs Cent 
of Ga and L & N (2814). Complain- 
ant alleges that rate of 53 cents on 
mixed jute and cotton refuse or tail- 
ings, from Augusta, Ga., to Lockland, 
O., is excessive, and should not ex- 
ceed 20 cents for C L shipments and 
32 cents for L C L shipments; Sept 
11, p 304. 


Lindholm & Son, Lemmon, S. D., vs 
Cc, M & St P and C, M & Puget S 
(2923). Allege complainants were 
charged the Missouri river combina- 
tion rate on less-than-carload ship- 
ments of merchandise and groceries 
from St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn., 
to Lemmon, S. D.; that such com- 
bination has been declared by the 
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Commission to be unreasonable; rep- 
aration asked; Nov 6, p 477. 

Little, F. B., Waco, Tex., vs St L S W 
et al (2763). Complainant alleges un- 
reasonable fare from Cairo, Ill., to 
Waco, Tex., as compared with rate 
in the reverse direction; Aug 21, p 
254. 

Lordburg, H., Co, Oconomowoc, Wis., 
vs N ¥Y C & St L et al (2873). 
Complainant alleges unreasonable 
rates on, gasoline stoves and parts 
from Loraine, O., to Oconomowoc, 
Wis., and on iron radiators from De- 
troit, Mich., to same destination; 
Nov 27, p 560. 

Loretz & Kepley, El Paso, Tex., vs 
Tex & Pac et al (2667). Allege that 
switching charge of $5 per car on 
packing-house products and eggs from 
complainant’s warehouse to tracks of 
the El Paso & S W are excessive; 
that rates should not exceed $3; 
July 3, p 34. 

Lowenthal, R., Co, Chicago, Ill, vs 
Cc, M & St P (2940). Complainant 
alleges it was charged 12% cents on 
rags from Chicago, Ill., to Menasha, 
Wis., December, 1908, and February 
and April, 1909; that rate should not 
have exceeded 10 cents; Nov 13, p 500. 

Lull, Charles R., Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs M, St P& SS M (2863). Alleges 
that proper rate on bran from Minne- 
apolis, Minn., to Marshfield, Wis., is 
10 cents; that it shipped car + be- 
tween above points November, 1908; 
that said car was originally billed 
to Amherst, Wis., refused by con- 
signee and ordered reconsigned to 
Marshfield, provided there would be 
no additional charge; that car was 
rebilled and 10 cents charged for 
transportation from Amherst to 
Marshfield, a distance of 48 miles; 
Oct 2, p 373. 

Lull Carriage Co, Kalamazoo, Mich., vs 
LS &M S et al (2916). Complain- 
ant alleges it was charged through 
rate of 55 cents on cutters from 
Kalamazoo, Mich., to Fond du Lac, 
Wis., October 23, 1907, and 43 cents 
on wooden buggy bodies from Moline, 
Ill., to Kalamazoo, February 17, 1907; 
that rates should have been com- 
binations on Chicago, Ill., viz, 24% 
cents and 32 cents, respectively; Oct 
30, p 458. 

Manchester Granite & Marble Co, Man- 
chester, O., vs C & O (2880). Alleges 
that defendant charges 30% cents on 
granite marble and stone from Man- 
chester, O., to South Fayette, W. Va., 
a distance of 138 miles, whereas from 
Manchester to Charleston, W. Va., 
the distance is 187 miles and the 
rate only 18% cents; the Commission 
is asked to establish reasonable rates 
between the first two stations; Oct 9, 
p 392. 

Maricopa County Commercial Club, 
Pheenix, Ariz., vs A, T & S F et al 
(2766). Complainant alleges discrim- 
ination in refusal of defendants to 
sell round-trip diverse route tickets 
from Kansas City, Mo., Chicago, 
Tll., and other points eastward to 
Phenix, Tempe and Mesa, Ariz., 
while selling such tickets to Cali- 
fornia and other points; charges ex- 
cessive fare per mile between speci- 
fied points on the A, T & S F and 
the Ariz & Cal; that fares from 
Phenix to points named in Rio 
Grande Joint Passenger Tariff I C C 
No. 35 are excessive; Aug 28, p 273. 


Maxwell, W. F., Randolph, Tex., vs 
Wichita Falls & Sou (2895). Alleges 
excessive rates on  houseblocking 
from Burkburnett, Tex., to DeVoe, 
Okla., February 19, 1909; fence posts, 
Randolph, Tex., to Burkburnett, Tex., 
December 8, 1908; fence posts, DeVoe 
to Olney, Tex., February 19, 1909; 
Oct 16, p 411. 

McCaul-Webster Elevator Co., Minne- 
apolis, Minn., vs C, M & St P et al 
(2930). Complainant alleges that on 
December 20, 1907, it shipped a car- 
load of bulk corn from Walthill, Neb., 
to Pemberton, Minn.; that the sum 
of the locals on Sioux City and Albert 
Lea, viz, 23 cents, was charged; that 
Sioux City combination of 19% cents 
was the proper rate; Nov 6, p 477. 

McCloud River Lumber Co, Minneapolis, 
Minn., vs Sou Pac et al (2932). Com- 
plainant alleges that during the period 
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from November 5, 1907, to December 


& M S and C, M & St P (2773). 


R; that it is using its influence with 







is asked to make 75-cent rate appli- 
cable from points in the Lower Pe- 
ninsula of Michigan and to award 
reparation on shipments moving sub- 
sequent to Aug 1, 1908; July 31, p 186. 
Milburn Wagon Co, Toledo, O., vs L S 





Murray’s Line of New York vs D& H 
Co (2679). Alleges defendant has can- 
celed through rates with complainant 
as shown in specified tariffs; that de- 
fendant is giving unjust and unrea- 


sonable preference to the NYC & H 


New Orleans Board of Trade, New Or- 
_ leans, La., vs Sou Pac et al (3012). 
Complainant alleges that the present 
rate of 85 cents on dried beans and 
peas from Sacramento, San Francisco, 
Los Angeles, Stockton and other 


24, 1908, it was charged 55 cents on Complainant alleges it has been the Rutland R R to have that line P 
lumber from Sisson, Cal., to various charged. $2.31 on one top freight de- cancel existing joint rates with com- I 
points in Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri, livery wagon from Toledo, O., to plainant; July 10, p 82. t 
Iowa, Texas and Oklahoma; that Watertown, Wis., and that proper National Paper Mills & Filler Co, Tama, C 
rate should not have exceeded rate rate should have been $1.8432; Aug Ia., vs C, M & St P et al (2817). f 
in _ prior to the ee 28, p 274. Complainant alleges it “3 charged ; 
an subsequent to the last-name : r 7 17% cents on egg-case fillers from 
date, viz, 50 cents; Nov 13, p 500. — a aad. Cees ok. Tama, Ia., to Altamont and East St. ; 
McShane Lumber Co, Omaha, Neb., vs leges it has been charged $1.35. on Louis, Ill, January and February, No 
Houston, East & West Tex et al farm wagons from Toledo, 0O., to 1909; that rate should have been 15 \ 
(2898). Alleges complainant _ was Portland, Ore., and on dump wagons cents; Sept 11, p 304. 7 
charged 34 cents on ties from Ogden, from same point to Seattle, Wash.,}| National Petroleum Assn and National C 
Tex., to Denver, Colo., October 8, and that $1.25 was the proper rate; Refining | Co, Cleveland, O., vs Mo t 
1907; that rate should have been 26 that it has been charged $1.66 on Pac (2962). Complainants allege rate I 
i of 23 cents on petroleum and prod- 
cents; Oct 23, p 440. farm wagons from Toledo to Eugene, ts f Coff ile, K to M I 
Meidinger, Adolph, Lemmon, 8, D., vs Ore., proper rate being $1.25; Aug 28, ae sce. Se aes eee deme No 
° Cc,M& St PandcG, M&Ps (2841) p 274. phis, Tenn., is excessive; that rate } 
Complainant alleges that he has been ns Gone han Se s —— a on ee ‘ 
charged 75 cents, minimum weight q an ic ent (2857). om- tec ] 
20,000 pounds, on thrashers, deoed plainant alleges it has been charged — Le ae ery es 1 
October 14, 1908, from Racine Junc- excessive car demurrage at Toledo, &Q 2998) ’ Com lainants alle e that s 
tion, Wis., to Lemmon, S. D., which O., on one carload of lumber from aetunbaat  sefenes to receive and ] 
is the through rate for Class A, und Longville, La., June 10, 1909; Sept 25, tran ort etroleum and it roducts §- € 
exceeds the sum of the locals on Min- Pp 348. les go ge ee Morn vo two ‘ 
nesota Transfer; Sept 25, p 347. Millar, A. H., Lewiston, N. Y., vs N Y Gays of the week, at points on its j 
Meilink Manufacturing Co, Toledo, O., C & H R et al (2791). Complainant nn” sceeeiieiiedie ae Hennibal Mo i 
vs Wabash and C, RI & P (2716). alleges he was charged 53 cents on and. Babu ue ££ Dec 4 580 a t 
Complainant alleges it was charged cabbages from Lewiston, N. ¥., to| national Pole Co, Escanaba, Mich., vs é 
rate of $1.47 on an iron safe weigh- Houston, Tex., November 19, 1907; Cc St PME O et al (2702) Com- ; Ne 
ing 1,300 pounds from Toledo, O., to that rate should have been 49 cents; jainant alleges it has been ‘charged i ( 
Texhoma, Okla.; that rate should Aug 28, p 274. Pr : ents a camee oles from Itasca i ( 
have been $1.355; July 31, p_186. Miller, Albert, & Co, Chicago, Ill, vs Dock Wis., to Bonney and Chenango : 
Memphis Freight Bureau, Memphis, C M & St P et al (2658). Allege Tex.: that rate should have been 48 i : 
Tenn., vs St L S W (2750). Com- that on car of potatoes from Pardee- cents: July 24. p 169 
plainant alleges that 6 cents is the ville, Wis., to Gulfport, Miss., re- | wotional Pole 7 Cede Med i 
proper rate on cottonseed meal and consigned at Chicago, Ill., defendants vs C, St P, M & Oet al (3016) Com- 
hulls from Little Rock and Pine Bluff, refused to allow reconsigning priv- ico: sin ak we following 
Ark., to Memphis, Tenn.; that 10 ileges and charged local rates in and en “<< wane oles, in carloads Ne 
cents has been charged; Aug 14, Pp out of Chicago; that any rate in ex- were and are excessive and unrea- : 
237. . cess of through rate of 42% cents is sonable: Aug 26, 1907, from Itasca , 
Menasha Woodenware Co, Menasha, excessive; July 3, p 34. Dock, Wis., to Stoneburg, Tex 57 
Wis., vs Wis Cent et al (2698). Com- Millinery Jobbers’ Association of Illi- cents: Sept 30,] 1907, from same to 
plainant alleges it was charged fol- nois, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, Indi- Sandy Point, Tex., 57 cents: March | 
lowing rates on wooden pails from ana, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Oklahoma, 2, 1908, from Escanaba, Mich., to 
Menasha, Wis.: To Youngstown, O., Kentucky, Iowa, Texas and Colorado Rice’s Landing, Pa., 23 cents; Dec 
37 cents; Cleveland, O., 36 cents, and vs American Express et al (2917). 25, p 682. : f : 
Fort Wayne, Ind., 34 cents; that rates Complaint alleges that the applica- National Refining Co, Cleveland, O., vs ; 
should have been 2714, 26% and 22 tion of the rates and rules in Official Mo Pac (2971). Complainant alleges | 
cents, respectively; July 24, p 169. Express Classification No. 19, effect- it has been charged 22 cents on Ni 
Menasha Woodenware Co, Menasha, ive August 1, 1909, practically doubles petroleum and its products from Cof- 
Wis., vs Cc, M& St PandLS&MS rates on millinery from Chicago, Ill, feyville, Kan., to Omaha, Neb.; that | 
(2844). Complainant alleges it has to various southwestern points; that rate should not exceed 15 cents; Nov 
been charged 39 cents on wooden rates and rules in effect prior to 1906 27 p 560 i ; 
pails from Menasha, Wis., to Erie, were satisfactory; Commission is National Rolling Mill Co, Vincennes, 
Pa., September 13, 1907, and 34 cents asked to investigate and to give such Ind., vs B & OS W (2905). Alleges O: 
to Toledo, O., September 11, 1907, and ne ase as it deems proper; Oct 30, that prior to June 5, 1909, rate on bar | 
h . ° J ® uis- 
been 4% cents to Milwaukee, mine | Milwaukee Beer Co, Milwaukee, Wis,| ‘ine, “Ky, was 9 cents:’ that sub- 
imum 24,000 pounds, 21 cents from vs C, M & St P et al (2792). Com- sequently this was increased to 12% 
Milwaukee to Erie, minimum 15,000 plainant alleges minimum carload cents, which is said to be unreason- 
pounds; Milwaukee to Toledo, 16 weight of 20,000 pounds on empty able; Commission asked to restore 9- 
cents, minimum 15,000 pounds; Sept beer packages from El Paso, Tex., to cent rate; Oct 23, p 441 Oo 
25 p 348. 2 Milwaukee, Wis., is unreasonable and National Sewing Machine Co, Belvidere, 
Menefee Bros, Fort Worth, Tex., vs 8 parse exceed 15,000 pounds; Aug Ill, vs Chi, C & L et al (3024). Com- 
Ti 9Q5 ine =O, . 
Vieks, £ & P et al (858). (complain: | ysinncapelis Paper Co, Minneapolis, | Plainant alleges, that, it has, been 
charged 14 cents on cypress shingles Minn., vs C, M & St P et al (2935). woodwork from Peru, Ind., to Belvi- 
from Monroe, La., to Crowell, Tex. Complainant alleges it was charged dere, Ill., January, March, June and 
and that 26% cents was quoted to oi cents on building peper from August, 1908, and that such rate was 
complainants by the M, K & T of Minneapolis, Minn. to Lemmon, 8. and is excessive; Dec 18, p 649. 
Tex, and that such latter rate is the D., November 19, 1907; that said rate | wNehrpass Casket Co, Fond du Lac, Oo 
proper rate; Sept 25, p 348. should not have exceeded that sub- Wis. vs P, CC & St L et al (2017). | 
Merle, A., Co, San Francisco, Cal., vs ar ae cae via, 48% cents; Complainant alleges it has been oO 
) t 20, ° ; 
isie ieakentiake ited “aan Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co. — = ey > wen ie — 
on metal furniture, knobs and trim- Minneapolis, Minn., vs C, M & St P Wis. laay. July and August, 1909, 
mings, in less than carloads, from et al (2968). Complainant alleges it Iso 86 cents on five boxes of cement 
Grand Haven, Mich., Rome, N. Y., ordered, on two occasions, one 50- fone nd to same points, and claims 
and Waterbury, Conn., to San Fran. foot flat car for shipment of its prod- that a ban cake Gueell wat encelll 
cisco, Cal., and that the proper rate ucts from Hopkins, Minn,, to Payson, a1 P « b th articles; Dec 18 
should have been $2; Aug 28, p 274. po soa the welgnte tn eaclt case being - a : ; 
ferrell, P. B., Co, Billings, a about 20, pounds, an at carrier 4 . 
MCB & Qe a (2758). "Ceegntinot furnished two cars of 20,000 pounds | Nesom, Charles, Co. i. "Jou Pac oO 
alleges unjust rates on packing house minimum each; reparation asked for 3681 V8 alleges excessive rates on 
products, live stock and fresh meats overcharge caused by excess weight; . ian t oo nd and San Fran- 
from Billings, Mont., to Omaha, Neb. Nov 27, p 560. pe ro 4 Kan City and St. 
St. Paul and Duluth, Minn., Fargo,| Montague, W. W., & Co. San Francisco, Touls, Mo’; July 17, p 135. 
Jamestown and Dickinson, N. D., Cal. vs B & OS W et al (2706). cnn te wan Sa P antonio, Tex 
Alliance, Neb., and New Castle and Complainant alleges it has been| Newd kK eT et <j (2669). Alleges 
Sheridan, Wyo.; Aug 21, p 254. charged $1.45 on iron fireplaces and vs _ h e = 62 ents on sec- 
Mich! aenaend os cane . grates from Louisville, Ky., to San that cg e batth be St. Louis Oo 
Ass, Cadillac, Mich., vs Trans-Con. Francisco, Cal.; that rate should not —— senna: tnak Soe 
tinental Freight Burea . et al (2713). eee eee i eo a = 1d = re be 33 ents; July 
Complainant " ibeaees that rates on is also alleged; July 31, p 186. ~~ — ee ot ; 
hardwood lumber from Michigan | Mosson, M., Co, Brooklyn, N. Y., vs P| New england Furniture & Carpet Co, 
points and other territory to Pacific R R (2827). This complaint is a pro- Minneapolis, Minn., vs Mich Cent et 
Coast terminals was advanced Jan. test against the methods now being al (2690). ‘Alleges complainant has 
18, 1904, from 75 cents to 85 cents; employed by the defendant in the been charged 28% cents on stoves 
that the Commission ordered this delivery of lumber in New York har- from Dowagiac, Mich., to Minneap- 
rate reduced again from certain bor, and particularly in the Wallabout olis, Minn.: that rate should have 
points, including the Upper, but not Basin, Brooklyn, N. Y.; Sept 18, p ben 24 cents: July 24, p 169. C 
the Lower, Peninsula: Commission 326. : , 
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points in California, to New Orleans, 
La., is excessive and unreasonable; 
that the rate was advanced from 75 
cents to 85 cents January 1, 1909, 
from California points to New Or- 
leans, La., and points in Texas, and 
that June 5, 1909, the 75-cent rate was 
restored to Texas points, but not to 
New Orleans; Dec 18, p 649. 

Noble, William K., Fort Wayne, Ind., 
vs Toledo & Western et al (2887). 
Alleges that he was charged 35 cents 
on coiled elm hoops from Pioneer, O., 
to Covesville, Va.; that rate should 
me ga exceeded 2414 cents; Oct 9, 
Dp ; 

Northern Lumber Manufacturing Co, 
Batchelor, La., vs Tex & Pac and 
St L S W (2919). Complainant al- 
leges excessive rates on relaying steel 
rails, narrow-gauge box cars, steam 
skidders and log cars to Batchelor, 
La., from Onalaska, Ark; that sdid 
excessive rates have been in effect 
since June, 1908; that it has been un- 
justly charged trackage and car serv- 
ice charges pending delay in the set- 
tlement of said exorbitant rates; Oct 
30, p 548. 

North Star Woolen Mill Co, Minneap- 
olis, Minn., vs C, M & St P et al 
(2852). Complainant alleges that rates 
on blankets, L C L, from Minneapolis, 
Minn., to Chicago, Ill., when for New 
York, N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Waterbury, Conn., should not exceed 
40 cents, and that defendants have 
charged 60 cents; Sept 25, p 348. 

Northwestern Traffic and Credit Bu- 
reau, Fargo, N. D., vs C, M & St P 
and C, M & Puget S (2835). Com- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged the sum of local rates on two 
shipments of merchandise, L C L, 
from Minneapolis, Minn., to Mahto, 
N. D., and that, had through rates 
been in effect at the time of ship- 
ment, freight would have been $14.20 
instead of $18.30; Sept 18, p 326. 

Nourse-Taylor Lumber Co, Chicago, IIl., 
vs Guif & S I (2961). Complainant 
alleges that carrier misrouted a ship- 
ment of pine lumber from Collins, 
Miss., to Silvis Shops, Ill., June 1, 
1907; Nov 27, p 561. 

Oak Grove Farm Creamery, Boston, 
Mass., vs Adams Express Co et al 
(2894). Alleges that defendants’ ex- 
press rates on cake are unreasonable; 
that they should not exceed rates on 
bread from Boston, Mass., to New 
England points; Oct 16, p 411. 


Ogden, F. D., San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (3011). Complainant 
alleges that he has been charged 85 
cents on beans from California points 
to points in Texas, Oklahoma, Colo- 
rado and New Mexico, between Janu- 
ary and June, 1909, and claims that 
rate should have been 75 cents; Dec 
18, p 649. 

Ohio Foundry Co: See “G. E. Sharp,” 


post, 

Oldburg Electro Chemical Co. Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., vs L S & M S et al 
(2951). Complainant alleges it was 
charged $4.50 per gross ton on phos- 
phate rock from Sligo and Mount 
Pleasant, Tenn., to Niagara Falls, N. 
Y., between November, 1907, and De- 
cember, 1908; that rate should not 
have exceeded $4.25 per gross ton; 
Nov 20, p 537. 

Old Dominion Copper Mining & Smelt- 
ing Co, Globe, Ariz., vs C, C, C & St 
L et al (2956). Complainant alleges 
unreasonable rates on mine cars, 
mining machinery and coal from Ohio 
and Indiana points to Globe, Ariz., 
during August and October, 1907; 
Nov 20, p 537. 

Olsen, Oscar C., Lemmon, S. D., vs 
C, M & St P (2760). Complainant al- 
leges excessive rates on less-than-car- 
load shipments of merchandise from 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Minnesota 
Transfer, Minn., to Lemmon, S. D., 
during October and November, 1907; 
that rates should not have exceeded 
through rates established November 
26, 1907; Aug 21, p 254. 

Olsen, Oscar C., Lemmon, S. D., vs 
Cc, M & St P and C, M & Puget S 
(2869). Alleges overcharge on L C L 
shipment of coal hods and stoves from 
St. Paul, Minn., to Lemmon, S. D., 
October 8, 1907; that rates were based 
on sum of locals on Missouri river; 
that said rates were excessive and 
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that through rates established No- 
vember 26, 1907, were just and rea- 
sonable; Oct 2, p 373. 

Olsen & Sons, Bowman, S. D., vs C, M 
& St P and C, M & Puget S (3006). 
Complainant alleges excessive rates 
on 20 packages of general merchan- 
dise from St. Paul, Minn., to Bow- 
man, S. D., Nov 9, 1907; Dec 11, p 613. 

Omaha Grain Exchange, Omaha, Neb., 
vs C & N W et al (2884). Alleges 
that rates as shown in defendants’ 
tariffs, to wit, Cc, M & St PIC C 
A-9775, C & N WICC 6815 and C, 
St P, M & OIC C 3416, applying on 
grain from points on defendants’ lines 
in South Dakota, Minnesota and Iowa 
to Omaha, South Omaha, Neb., and 
Council Bluffs, Ia., are unjust, unrea- 
sonable and excessive; Oct 9, p 393. 

Oregon Railroad Commission: See Rail- 
road Commission of Oregon. 

Pabst Brewing Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs C & A et al (2734). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged 16 cents 
on empty beer packages from Omaha, 
Neb., to Milwaukee, Wis., and that 
proper rate would have been 11 cents; 
July 24, p 169. 

Pabst Brewing Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs C, M & St P (2711). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged 16 cents 
on empty beer packages from Kan- 
sas City, Mo., to Milwaukee, Wis.; 
that rate should not have exceeded 
11 cents; July 31, p 186. 

Pabst Brewing Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs C & A et al (2734). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged 16 cents 
on empty beer packages from Kansas 
City, Mo., to Milwaukee, Wis.; that 
11 cents was the proper rate; Aug 
14, p 237. 

Pabst Brewing Co., Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs Mo Pac and C, M & St P (2939). 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged 16 cents on empty beer pack- 
ages from Atchison, Kan., to Mil- 
waukee, Wis., September 3, 1908, and 
January 27, 1909; that rate should not 
have exceeded that in effect prior 
to August 31, 1908, viz, 11 cents; 
Nov 13, p 500. 


Pacific Elevator Co, Minneapolis, Minn., 
vs C, M & St P and Minn & St L 
(2950). Complainant alleges it was 
charged sum of locals to Watertown, 
Ss. D., plus. distance tariff rates 
beyond, on coal from Green Bay, 
Wis., to Wetonka and Leola, S. D.; 
that rates should not have exceeded 
through rates subsequently estab- 
lished, viz, $2.75 and $2.85 per ton, 
respectively; Nov 20, p 537. 

Pacific Lumber Co, San Francisco, Cal., 
vs Sou Pac et al (2680). Alleges ex- 
cessive proportional rates on lumber 
originating at Eureka, Cal., to points 
in New Jersey, Kansas, Nebraska, 
Illinois. Missouri and Pennsylvania; 
July 17, p 135. 

Paragon Plaster Co, Syracuse, N. Y., 
vs N YC &H Ret al (2967). Com- 
plainant alleges excessive rates on 
wall plaster from Syracuse and Oak- 
field, N. Y., to Boston, Mass.; from 
Syracuse to New York, N. Y.; from 
Garbutt and Wheatland, N. Y., to 
Boston; Nov 27, p 561. 

Partridge, T. M., Lumber Co, Minne- 
apolis, Minn., vs M, St P& SS M 
et’ al (2751). Complainant alleges it 
has been charged 13 cents on lumber 
from Troy, Wis., to Zumbrota, Minn.; 
that rate should have been 12% cents; 
Aug 14, p 237. 

Payne, E, D.,.Lemmon, S. D., vs C, M 
& St P and C, M & Puget S (2754). 
Complainant alleges that rates on 
boots, shoes and groceries from St. 
Paul, Minn., to Lemmon, S. D.—a 
combination on the Missouri river— 
in effect November, 1907, were unrea- 
sonable and should not have exceed- 
ed the following: First-class, $1.17; 
second, $1; third, 80 cents, and fourth, 
64 cents; Aug 21, p 254. 

Payne, E. D., Lemmon, S. D., vs C, M 
& St P and C, M & Puget S (2764). 
Complainant alleges unreasonable 
class rates from Chicago, IIll., and St. 
Paul, Minn., to Lemmon, §S. D.; Aug 
21, p 254. 

Payne, E. D., Lemmon, S. D., vs C, M 

. & St P et al (3001). Complainant al- 
leges that he has been charged Mis- 
souri river combination rate on one 
freight elevator from Minnesota 
Transfer, Minn., to Lemmon, S. D., 
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November 23, 1907, and that such 
rate was and is excessive and un- 
reasonable; Dec 11, p 613. 

Penn, F. R., Tobacco Co, Reidsville, 
N. C., vs Old Dom S S Co and Sou 
Ry (2753). Complainant alleges it 
was charged 40 cents on raw sugar 
from New York, N. Y., to Reidsville, 
N. C.; that rate should not have 
exceeded 26%4 cents; Aug 21, p 254. 

Platten Produce Co, Green Bay, Wis., 
vs Kal, LS & Chi et al (2992). Com- 
plainant alleges that defendants mis- 
routed shipment of grapes from Paw 
Paw, Mich., across Lake Michigan 
via car ferries September 20, 1909; 
that shipment should have moved at 
rate of 3314 cents, plus $12.50 icing 
charges, and that 65 cents, plus $30.13 
icing charges, was assessed; Dec 4, 

580. 

whens Co, Minnewauken, N. D., vs 
Nor Pac (2796). Complainant alleges 
that 8 cents is proper rate on saw- 
dust from East Grand Forks, Minn., 
to Minnewauken, N. D., and that it 
has been charged 20 cents; Aug 28, 
p 274. 

Plymouth Parlor Frame Co, Plymouth, 
Wis., vs C, M & St P (2938). Com- 
plainant alleges it was charged 9% 
cents on logs from Randville, Mich., 
to Plymouth, Wis., December, 1908, 
and January, 1909; that rate should 
not have exceeded the subsequently 
— rate of 3% cents; Nov 13, 
p 500. . 

Polson Implement Co, Seattle, Wash., 
vs C, M & St P et al (2674). Alleges 
it was charged $1.98 on bob sleds 
from Fond du Lac, Wis., to Colville, 
Wash.; that rate should not have 
exceeded $1.62; July 10, p 82. 

Polson Implement Co, Seattle, Wash., 
vs Gt Nor et al (2911). Complain- 
ant alleges that rates on agricultural 
implements from points east of the 
Missovri river to “North Pacific 
Coast terminals’? were arbitrarily ad- 
vanced 10 cents January 1, 1909, and 
that said advance was maintained 
until June 5, 1909; reparation asked 
on shipments moving between those 
dates; Oct 30, p 459. 


Pomeroy, L. J., & Co vs Wabash (2717). 
Complainants allege that the defend- 
ants failed to observe amended re- 
consigning orders of complainants; 
ask reparation for excess rates caused 
thereby; Aug 7, p 205. 

Ponchatoula, La., Farmers’ Association, 
Ltd, vs Ill Cent (2834). Complainant 
alleges that rates charged on domestic 
fruits and vegetables, carloads (in 
packages), from Ponchatoula, La., to 
Chicago, Ill., and other interstate 
points are excessive; Sept 18, p 326. 

Port Huron Engine & Thresher Co, 
Port Huron, Mich., vs C, RI & P 
and Grand Trunk Western (2925). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
42% cents on return shipment of a 
road roller and fixtures from Des 
Moines, Ia., to @ort Huron, Mich.; 
that sum of the Chicago, Il., locals— 
viz, 27%4 cents, with different carload 
minimums—should have been charged; 
Nov 6 p 478. 

Prentiss, J. I., & Co, Buffalo, N. Y., vs 
P RR (3025). Complainants allege 
that they have been charged $6.50 un- 
lawful warehouse charge on one car- 
load of molasses from Philadelphia, 
Pa., to Buffalo, N. Y.; that said charge 
accrued through defendant’s disre- 
gard of shipper’s routing instructions; 
Dec 18, p 649. 

Quammen & Austad Lumber Co, Lem- 
mon, S. D., vs C Gt W et al (2942). 
Complainant alleges excessive rates 
on stucco from Gypsum, Ia., to Lem- 
mon, S. D., August and September, 
1908, and April, 1909; Nov 13, p 500. 

Quammen & Austad Lumber Co, Lem- 
mon, S. D., vs C, M & St P (3005). 
Complainant alleges excessive rates 
on sash doors and compo board from 
Minneapolis, Minn., to Lemmon, S. D., 
— October 20, 1908; Dec 11, p 

Querbacker Coffee Co. Louisville, Ky., 
vs Sou Ry et al (2878). Alleges that 
defendants charge first-class rates on 
package coffee from Louisville, Ky., 
to Middlesboro, Ky., Lookout, W. Va., 
Caton, Tenn., and Norton and Dante, 
Va.; that proper rate is fifth-class; 
Oct 9, p 393. 

Railroad Commission of Oregon vs O R 
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& N et al (2634). Alleges that rates 
on wool from points on O R & N and 
OSL in Oregon to Atlantic seaboard 
and other eastern points are unrea- 
sonable and excessive; July 3, p 34. 

Racine-Sattley Co, Racine, Wis., vs C, 
M & St P and C & A (2695). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
10 cents on iron castings from Mil- 
waukee, Wis., to Springfield, Ill.; that 
rate should be 8 cents; July 24, p 169. 

Racine-Sattley Co. Racine, Wis., vs C, 
M & St P et al (2959). Complainant 
alleges excessive rates on two bun- 
dles of axles and four vehicle wheels 
from Racine, Wis., to Prescott, Ariz., 
improper tagging being claimed by 
defendants; Nov 27, p 561. 

Record Oil Refining Co, New Orleans, 
La., et al vs Tex & Fac et al (2842). 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged 17% cents on crude perto- 
leum in tank cars from Muskogee, 
Okla., to New Orleans, La., and that 
15 cents is the proper rate; Sept 25, 


p 348. 
Red Wing Linseed Co. Red Wing, 
Minn., vs C, M & St P (2733). Com- 


plainant alleges it was charged 11% 
cents on oil from Red Wing, Minn., 
to La Crosse, Wis.; that rate should 
have been 10 cents; Aug 14, p 237. 

Red Wing Union Stoneware Co, Red 
Wing, Minn., vs C, M & St P and C, 
M & Puget S (2819). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged the sum 
of the local rates on stoneware from 
Aberdeen, S. D., to Bowman and 
Hettinger, N. D., April 9, 1908; that 
rates should have been as follows: 
27 cents to Bowman, 25 cents to Het- 
tinger, plus $5 for each stop in tran- 
sit; Sept 18, p 326. 

Red Wing, Minn., Various Merchants 
of, vs N Y, N H & H et al (2908). 
Complainants allege rates from New 
England, eastern and western points 
and points in Maryland, Ohio, Indi- 
ana, Michigan, North Carolina, Ten- 
nessee and Minnesota to Red Wing, 
Minn., are unjust and unreasonable, 
especially when compared with rates 
from same points of origin to St. 
Paul, Minn.; Oct 30, p 459. 

Redwood Manufacturers’ Co, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., vs Mo Pac et al (2708). 
Complainant alleges excessive rates 
on lumber from California points to 
various interstate destinations; Aug 
7, p 205. 

Rehlberg, Amos, & Co, of Janesville, 
Wis., vs Erie et al (2859). Alleges that 
they were charged rate of $1.10 on LC 
lL. shipment of clothing from New 
York, N. Y., to Janesville, Wis., Janu- 
ary 26, 1906; that proper rate was com- 
bination on Waukesha, Wis., viz, 
$1.03; Oct 2, p 374. 


Rice, Marshall, Kansas City, Mo., vs 
Montpelier & W R et al (2887). Al- 
leges excessive weights and unjust 
demurrage charges on granite from 
Barre, Vt., to Kansas City, Mo., July 
6, 1907; Oct 9, #393. 


Ridder, George W., Salt Lake City, 
Utah, vs O S L et al (2964). Com- 
plainant alleges excessive passenger 
fares between Utah and California 
points, including Salt Lake City, 
Utah, and San Francisco, Cal.; Nov 
27, p 561. 


Roach & Musser Sash & Door Co, Mus- 
catine, Ia., vs P, C, C & St L et al 
(2741). Complainant alleges excessive 
rates on glass to Muscatine, Ia., from 
Pennsylvania, Indiana and Ohio points 
and discrimination in favor of St. 
Louis, Mo., and Chicago, Ill.; that St. 
Louis is unduly preferred in lumber 
rates from the Pacific coast and from 
the southern cypress-producing points, 
and that the same is true of yellow 
pine; that Chicago is also unduly 
preferred and Muscatine unduly dis- 
criminated against in the adjustment 
of glass, Pacific coast and southern 
lumber rates; Aug 14, p 237. 


Roach & Seeber Co, Waterloo, Wis., vs 
C, M & St P et al (2975). Complain- 
ant alleges that on round wooden but- 
ter boxes from Manchester, N. Y., 
to Waterloo, Wis., in September and 
December, 1908, it was charged 15 
cents for the haul from Milwaukee, 
Wis., to destination; that charge for 
this service should not have exceeded 
6c; Nov 27, p 561. 

Robertson Bros, Cook, Neb., vs Mo Pac 
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(2958). Complainant alleges’ that 
rates in excess of 13 cents on corn 
and 14.6 cents on wheat from Cook, 
Neb., to St. Louis, Mo., during 1907 
were unjust and unreasonable; Nov 
20, p 537. 


Rose, E. F., Oakland, Cal., vs A, T & 
S F et al (2789). Complainant al- 
leges that he has been charged $6 
on motor cycles from. Springfield, 
Mass., to Oakland, Cal., and that rate 
should not have exceeded $3.60; Aug 
28, p 274. 


Rosenbaum Bros., Chicago, Ill., vs L & 
N et al (2953). Complainants allege 
that rates on grain originating west 
of the Mississippi river, when moved 
via Chicago, Ill., and other Cook 
County, Ill., junctions, for the haul 
of south of New Albany, Jefferson- 
ville, Ind., and Cincinnati, O., are 
higher than when moved through 
other gateways and are unjust and 
unreasonable and discriminatory in 
comparison with rates for a like or 
contemporaneous” service on_ ship- 
ments moving through Peoria, Ill., or 
St. Louis, Mo., or through gateways 
other than Chicago and Cook County 
junctions; application of same rates 
south of said Ohio river crossings on 
grain shipped from the Missouri river 
when passing through Chicago and 
Cook County junction points as when 
through other gateways asked; Nov 
27, p 561. 

Rosenblatt & Sons, Beloit, Wis., vs C 
& N W et al (2977). Complainant 
alleges excessive rates on cotton drills 
from Wheeling, Va., to Beloit, Wis., 
and on cotton overalls and jackets 
from Michigan City, Ind., to same 
destinations; that rates should not ex- 
ceed 48 and 51.16 cents, respectively; 
Nov 27, p 561. 

Ross, H. F., Rochelle, Ill., vs C, M & 
St P (2026). Complainant alleges that 
the rate of 24%, cents on cattle from 
South Omaha, Neb., to Kings, Il, in 
September, 1909, was excessive and 
unreasonable; Dec 18, p 649. 

Roualt, T., Las Cruces, N. M., vs A, T 
& S F (2978). Complainant alleges 
that proper rate on alfalfa seed from 
Lamar, Colo., to Las Cruces, N. M., 
between March, 1908. and January, 
1909, was $1.10; Nov 27, p 561. 

Rowell, G. S., Manufacturing Co, Beaver 
Dam, Wis., vs C, M & St P (2926). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
20 and 25 cents on agricultural im- 
plements from Beaver Dam, Wis., to 
Minneapolis, Minn.. between Novem- 
ber 11, 1908, and February 27, 1909; 
that rate should not have exceeded 
that in effect prior to the first-men- 
tioned date, viz, 17 cents; Nov 6, 
p 478. 

Ryan & Newton Co, Spokane, Wash., vs 
Sou Pace and Nor Pac (2846). Com- 
plainant alleges that the through 
rates on grapes in carloads from Lodi 
and Armbrust, Cal., to Spokane, 
Wash., are excessive, and that the 
sums of the locals are the proper 
rates; Sept 25, p 348. 

Sage & Co, Ine, Chicago, Ill., vs lll Cent 
(3010). Complainant alleges an un- 
lawful charge of $5 for alleged car 
service at Burlington, IIll., on a ship- 
ment of soft coal November 12, 1907, 
from Linton, Ind., to Chicago, Ill., and 
reconsigned in transit to Charles City, 
Ia.; Dec 18, p 649. 

Saginaw & Manistique Lumber Co. Wil- 
liams, Ariz., et alvs A, T&S Fetal 
(2821). Complainants allege’ that 
rates on lumber and mining timber 
from Williams, Ariz., to Phoenix, 
Mesa, Kelvin, Winkleman, Globe, Red 
Rock, ‘Tuxon, Benson, Tombstone, 
Bisbee, Naco, Douglas, Kingman, 
Crown King, Chloride, Mayer, Pres- 
cott, Wickenburg, Winden, Bouse and 
Parker, Ariz., are excessive and un- 
reasonable, as compared to the rates 
from San Diego and San Pedro and 
other California. points to the same 
points in Arizona; that the rates and 
charges on all mill machinery and 
general supplies from all points of 
origin in Colorado, and in Missouri 
river territory and points east there- 
of, are very much greater to Wil- 
liams, Ariz., than to other lumber- 
producing points in New Mexico, 
California, Texas, Washington and 

Oregon, and that the rates on mining 
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timbers from Williams, Ariz., to Globe 
and Kelvin, Ariz., are especially ex- 
cessive when compared to the rates 
from San Pedro, Cal.; Sept 25, p 348. 

Sanguinetti, E. F., Yuma, Ariz., vs. 
El Paso & S W et al (2982). Com- 
plainant alleges excessive rates to 
Yuma, Ariz., on lamp chimneys from 
Elwood, Ind.; cotton flannel and calico 
from Kansas City, Mo.; cotton piece 
goods, flannel and sheeting from New 
York, N. Y.; sheeting and laundry 
soap from St. Louis, Mo.; whisky 
from Louisville, Ky.; glassware from 
Lancaster, O.; overalls from Detroit, 
Mich., and wheelbarrows from Co- 
lumbus, O.; Nov 27, p 561. 

Schlitz Brewing Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs C, M & St P et al (2622). Alleges 
it was charged $1.695 on beer from 
Milwaukee, Wis., to Globe, Ariz.; that 
proper rate should have been $1.605; 
July 3, p 34. 

Schlitz Brewing Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs C, M & St P (2710). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged 16 cents 
on empty beer packages from Kansas 
City, Mo., to Milwaukee, Wis.; that 
rate should not have exceeded 11 
cents; July 31, p 186. 

Schlitz Brewing Co, Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs C, M & St P (2728). Complainant 
alleges excessive rates on empty beer 
packages from Omaha, Neb., to Mil- 
waukee, Wis.; Aug 7, p 205. 

Scott, Wm. D., Jefferson, Tex., vs Tex 
& N O et al (2918). Complainant 
alleges it was quoted rate of $2.75 
per ton on coal from New Orleans, 
La., to Hovert’s Switch, Tex.; that 
it made sale on basis of said quota- 
tion, but that defendants assessed 
rate of $3.30 per ton—it appearing 
that first rate had been quoted in 
error; reparation and attorney’s fees 
asked; Oct 30, p 459. 

Shadbolt-Boyd Iron Co. Milwaukee, 
Wis., vs C, I & L and C & N W 
(2902). Complainant alleges it was 
charged 20 cents on lumber from 
Salem, Ind., to West Bend, Wis., and 
that proper rate was 18% cents; Oct 
23, p 441. 

Sharp, G. E., San Francisce, Cal., vs 
A, T & S F et al (2676). Alleges 
he was charged $1.45 prior to January 
1, 1909, and $1.50 subsequent to, on 
iron fireplaces from Steubenville, O., 
to San Francisco; that rate should 
not have exceeded $1.35; July 10, p 


Sheboygan Mineral Water Co, Sheboy- 
gan, Wis., vs Nor Pac et al (2924). 
Complainant alleges it was charged 
80 cents on empty mineral water bot- 
tles in carriers, shipped March 30, 
1909, from Butte, Mont., to com- 
plainant at Sheboygan, Wis.; that 
rate should have been 55 cents; Nov 
6, p 478. 

Shenkberg Co, Sioux City, Ia., vs OS L 
et al (2784). Complainant alleges that 
it has been charged $1.10 on sugar 
from Blackfoot, Ida., and Garland, 
Utah, to Sioux City, Ia., during Jan- 
uary and February, 1909, and that 
proper rate should have been 50 
cents; Aug 28, p 274. 

Shindler, D. D., San Francisco, Cal., 
vs C & N W and A, T & S F (2866). 
Alleges that proper rate on fireplaces 
and grates from Chicago, Ill., to San 
Francisco and Oakland, Cal., should 
have been $1.35; that prior to Jan- 
uary 1, 1909, defendants charged 
$1.45 and subsequent to that date 
$1.50; Oct 2, p 374. , 

Simonds-Shields Grain Co, Kansas City, 
Mo., vs C, M & St P (2816). Com- 
plainant alleges it was charged 20 
cents on millet seed from Seymour, 
Ia., to Kansas City, Mo., November 
5; 1908; that 14 cents was proper 
rate; Sept 11, p 304. 

Sligo Iron Store Co, St. Louis, Mo., vs 
B & O et al (2699). Complainant 
alleges that on carload of soft coal 
shipped from Thomas, W. Va., to 
Tonopah, Nev., September 5, 1906, 
defendant Union Pac exacted for haul 
from Omaha, Neb., to Ogden, Utah, 
$7.30 per ton; that this should not 
have exceeded $5.25 per ton; July 24, 


169. 

SieietMehune-Teeaden Co, South 
Omaha, Neb., vs C, B & Q and Gt 
Nor (3027). Complainant alleges it 
has been charged 43 cents on stock 
cattle from South Omaha, Neb., to 
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Cushman, Mont., Dec 5, 1908; that 
following are the proper rates: From 
and to the points named, 41 cents on 
fat cattle, 30% cents on stock cattle; 
Dec 25, p 683. 


Southern California Sugar Co, Delhi, 


Cal., vs San P, Los A & S IL et al 
(2762). Complainant alleges defend- 


ants decline to join with Pacific 
Electric railway in making joint 


through rates on sugar beets, etc., 
from Delhi, Cal., to interstate 
points; Aug 21, p 254. 


Southern Cotton Oil Co, Atlanta, Ga., 


vs L & N et al (2801). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged 81 cents 
on cotton linters from Montgomery, 
Ala., to Minneapolis, Minn., and that 
rate should have been 74 cents; Sept 
4, p 284. 


Southern Cotton Oil Co vs A CL et al 


(2870). Alleges rate of $7.60 per net 
ton on cottonseed hulls in sacks from 
Fayetteville, N. C., to Cartersville, 
Ga., said to have been charged Jan- 
uary, 1908, was exorbitant; Oct 9, 
p 393. 


Southern Cotton Oil Co vs Cent of Ga 


(3019). Complainant alleges that rate 
of $1.90 per net ton on fertilizer from 
Fort Gaines, Ga., to Columbia, Ala., 
March 23, 1909, was excessive and 
unreasonable; Dec 18, p 649. 


Southern Cotton Oil Co vs A C L (3020). 


Complainant alleges that rate of $5 
per net ton on cottonseed meal from 
Sumter, S. C., to Tampa, Fla., Sep- 
tember, 1908, was excessive, and that 
rate from Sumter to Tampa should 
not exceed $4.60, and from same to 
Jacksonville, $3 per net ton; Dec 18, 
p 650. 


Southern Cotton Oil Co vs A CL et al 


(3021). Complainant alleges exces- 
sive rate on crude cottonseed oil from 
jainbridge and Valdosta, Ga., to 
Savannah, Ga., and claims that the 
proper rate should not exceed 27 
cents; Dee 18, p 650. 

Land Co, Wills 
Point, Tex., vs Sou Fac et al (3023). 
Complainant alleges that rate of $1.25 
on hub blocks in the rough from 
Wills Point, Tex., to Stockton, Cal., 
December 7, 1907, was excessive and 
unreasonable; Dec 18, p 650. 


Southwestern Shippers’ Traffic Assn of 


Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas vs A, 
T & S F et al (2900). Complainant 
alleges that there has never been any 
satisfactory adjustment of rates on 
inbound shipments through Texas 
ports to southwestern states: that 
present rates are unreasonable as 
compared with rates from Atlantic 
seaboard points through Mobile and 
New Orleans to Illinois, Iowa, Mis- 
souri and Arkansas and also from 
Galveston to Missouri and Arkansas: 
a reasonable adjustment of rates 
asked; Oct 23, p 441. 


Southwestern Shippers’ Traffic Assn vs 


A, T & S F et al (2904). Alleges 
rates from Atlantic seaboard terri- 
tory through gulf ports to points in 
southwestern states are excessive and 
unjust; Oct 23, p 441. 

Smelting & Refining Co, 
Orogrande, N. M., vs El Paso& NE 
et al (2765). Complainant alleges im- 
proper rates on steel rails, fish plates 
and bolts, from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Orogrande, N. M., and claims that 
proper rate should be $10.877 per 
gross ton on rails, and $10.825 per 
net ton on bolts, splices, ete.; Aug 
28, p 274. 


Stacy Mercantile Co, Valley City, N. 


D., vs M, St P& SSM (2779). Com- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged 75 cents on apples’ from 
Farmington and Pullman, Wash., to 
Kenmare, N. D., and from Zumwalt, 
Wash., to Kenmare and Valley City, 
N. D., and that 60 cents is the proper 
rate; Aug 28, p 274. 


Stacy, E. P., & Son, Minneapolis, Minn.., 


vs E & T H et al (2889). Allege that 
they were charged rate of 30 cents on 
watermelons from Vincennes, Ind., to 
Owatonna, Minn.; that at the same 
time the rate to Faribault, Minn., a 
more distant point, was 23 cents: 
that this rate should have applied to 
Owatonna; Oct 9, p 393. 

State Board of Agriculture, Forestry 
and Immigration and the Kentucky 
State Fair vs Ky & Ind Bridge & 
R R Co et al (2735). Complainants 


Straus, 


Sunderland 





St Louis Blast Furnace Co, St. Louis, 


from Page, W. Va., to St. Louis, 
Mo.; Sept 4, p 284. 


St Louis Blast Furnace Co, St. Louis, 


Mo., vs Sou Ry et al (2838). Com- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged $2.90 per net ton on furnace 
coke from Page, W. Va., to St. Louis, 
Mo.; that proper rate is $2.571 per 
ton, plus 50 cents per car weighing 
charges; Sept 25, p 348. 

A. H., Milwaukee, Wis., vs 
American Express Co et al (2820). 
Complainant alleges excessive rates 
charged by defendants for delivering 
freight in Milwaukee, Wis.; Sept 18, 
p 326. 


Sunderland Bros, Omaha, Neb., vs C, 


B & Qand C & N W (2933). Com- 
plainant alleges it was charged $4.45 
per net ton on soft coal from Chris- 
topher, Tll., to Ainsworth and Valen- 
tine, Neb., during the last quarter of 
1907 and the first two months of 
1908; that rate should 
$4.226; Nov 13, p 500. 


have been 


Sunderland Bros, Omaha, ‘Neb., vs M, 


K & T et al (2983). Complainant al- 
leges that rate of 10 cents from Cha- 
nute, Kan., to Council Bluff on 400 
sacks of Portland cement, May 21, 
1909 (for Denison, Ia.), is excessive; 


Nov 27, p 561. 


Sunderland Bros, Omaha, Neb., vs C 


& N W et al (2984). Complainant al- 
leges that 46% cents was the proper 
rate (based on actual weight) on 
Portland cement, from Chanute, Kan., 
to Fremont, Neb., May 13, 1909; Nov 
27, p 561. 

Bros, Omaha, Neb., vs 
Union Pac et al (2985). Complainant 
alleges excessive rates on sand from 
pits along the Platte river in Ne- 
braska to Elkhorn and Kimballton, 
Ta.; Nov 27, p 561. 


Sunderland Bros., Omaha, Neb., vs St 


ILL. & S F and Union Pac (2986). Com- 
plainant alleges that 27 cents is the 
proper rate on lime from Ash Grove, 
Mo., to Pine Bluffs, Wyo.; Nov 27, 
p 561. 

Sunderland Bros, Omaha, Neb., vs M, 
K & T ét al (2987). Complainant al- 
leges that 8% cents was the proper 
rate on building brick, August 25, 
1908, from Mound Valley, Kan., to 
Bellevue. Neb.; Nov 27, p 561. 


Sunderland Bros, Omaha, Neb., vs C, 


B & Q (2998). Complainant alleges 
that the rates on Portland cement 
from Hannibal, Mo., to Bridgeport, 
Neb., were excessive on May 18, 1906; 
that 33 cents was proper rate; Dec 
4, p 480. 

Sunderland Bros, Omaha, Neb., vs B 
& OS W et al (3004). Complainant 
alleges it has been charged Peoria 
combination on coal from Trenton, 
Ill., to Missouri Valley, Ia., during 
November and December, 1905, and 
that such rates were and are un- 
reasonable; Dec 11, p 613. 


Swedish-American Telephone Co, Chi- 


eago, Ill. vs L S & M S and C & 
N W (2871). Alleges that Summer- 
dale, Ill, is within Chicago, IIL, 
switching district and that on ship- 
ments of dry battery cells from 
Cleveland, O., defendants should -have 
ahsorbed switching charges instead 
of charging the regular rate from 
Cleveland to Chicago and from Chi- 
cago to Summerdale; Oct 9, p 393. 


Swift & Co, Chicago, Tll., vs Denver, 


N W & Pac et al (2742). Complain- 
ant alleges that any rate above 48 
cents on cattle from Granby, Colo., 
to the Union Stock Yards (Chicago), 
Tll., is excessive; that it has been 
charged 56% cents, plus $2 per car 
terminal charge, on May 28, 1908; 
Aug 14, p 287. 


Terhune Lumber Co, Pittsburg, Pa., vs 


Ga & Fla Ry et al (2885). Alleges 
that 31 cents is proper rate on lum- 
ber from Bannockburn, Ga., to Arens- 
burg, Pa., and that in August, 1908, 
it was charged 35 cents: Oct 9, p 393. 
Thomas, L. E., Omaha, Neb., vs Union 
Pac et al (2893). 
rates on coal from mines situated at 


Alleges excessive 
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allege excessive switching charges on 
live stock and dead freight loaded in 
passenger equipment to and from the 
Kentucky state fair at Louisville, 
Ky.; Aug. 14, p 237. 

Mo., vs C & O et al (2804). Com- 
plainant alleges overcharge on coke 
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or near Adaville, Wyo., to points on 
or reached via defendants’ lines; 
Oct 16, p 411. 


Tioga Coal Co, Denver, Colo., vs C, R 


I & P and D & RG (2903). Com- 
plainant alleges the unjust assess- 
ment of $17 demurrage charges on a 
box car loader shipped from Ottum- 
wa, Ia., to Tioga, Colo., November 
13, 1907; Oct 23, p 441. 


Torrey Cedar Co, Clintonville, Wis., vs 


C & N W et al (2675). Alleges, on 
shipment of posts from Polar, Wis., 
to New Lennox, Ill., that it was 
charged rates based on minimum 
weight of car much larger than or- 
dered; July 10, p 82. 


Townley Metal & Hardware Co, Kan- 


sas City, Mo., vs C, RI & P (2963). 
Complainant alleges overcharge on 
shipment of wire fence from Rich- 
mond, Ind., to Billings, Okla., and 
reconsigned from that point to 
Witchita, Kan.; Nov 27, p 061. 


Traffic Bureau of the Merchants’ Ex- 


change, San Francisco, Cal., vs Sou 
Pac (2839). Complainant alleges that 
the rates from San Francisco and 
Sacramento, Cal., to all points on 
the Southern Pacific between the 
western boundary of Nevada, to, but 
not including, Ogden, are excessive, 
that the class rates shown from San 
Francisco and Sacramento to points 
in Utah and Nevada are excessive 
and unreasonable; Sept 25, p 348. 


Tuthill Company, Chicago, Ill, vs C, M 


& St P (2887). Complainant alleges 
that it has been charged 17% cents, 
24% cents and 25% cents on wagon 
springs in L C L quantities from Chi- 
cago, Ill., to Monroe and Stoughton, 
Wis.; that proper rate should have 
been 10 cents per 100 pounds; Sept 
25, p 348. 


Tyson & Jones Buggy Co, Carthage, 


N. Gc, vs C R R of N J et al 
(2785). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 54 cents on 98 iron 
wagon axles from Wilkesbarre, Pa., 
to Carthage, N. C., December 5, 1907, 
and claims that rate should have been 
52 cents; Aug 28, p 274. 


Union Coal & Coke Co, Denver, Colo., 


vs Colo & Sou et al (2748). Com- 
plainant alleges unreasonable charge 
for changing destination of a car of 
eoal while in transit; Aug 14, p “7 


United States of America vs P & 


et al (2914). Complainant alleges 
that defendants have exacted rate 
of $12.10 for the transportation of 
one of complainant’s employes from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Portsmouth, 
N. H., and return; that rate should 
not exceed $11.10; Oct 30, p 459. 


United States vs P & R and N E Nav 


Co (2915). Complainant alleges 
round-trip rate for passengers be- 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., and New- 
port, R. L, of $9, which was in ef- 
fect December 7, 1908, was and is 
unreasonable; that rate should not 
exceed $8.50; Oct 30, p 459. 


United States Cast Iron Pipe & Foun- 


dry Co of Jersey City, N. J., vs L 
& N et al (2810). Complainant al- 
leges that it has been charged $1,- 
104.72 on four carloads of cast-iron 
pipe shipped from Bessemer, Ala., to 
Wessington Springs, S. D., July and 
August, 1908, and that the proper 
rate should have been $5.50 per net 
ton from Bessemer, Ala., to Sioux 
Falls, S. D., plus Class B rate of 
$2.79 per net ton from Sioux Falls 
to Wessington Springs, making 
through rate of $8.29; Sept 11, p 304. 


United States Cast Iron Pipe & Foun- 


dry Co, Jersey City, N. J., vs L S 
& M S et al (2810). Complainant al- 
leges that it has been’ charged 
$135.45 on one net ton from Cleve- 
land, O., to Wessington Springs, §. 
D., and that rate should have been 
$4.80 per net ton, from Cleveland, 
O., to Sioux Falls, S. D., plus Class 
B rate of $2.79 per net ton from 
Sioux Falls to destination; Sept 11, 
p 304. 


Utah-Idaho Sugar Co, Salt Lake City, 


Utah, vs O S L et al (2800). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
$1 on sugar from Blackfoot, Ida., and 
Garland, Utah, to Sioux City, Ia., and 
that rate should have been 50 cents; 
Sept 4, p 284. 


Utica Traffic Bureau, Utica. N. Y., vs 


N Y C & H R et al (2781). Com- 
plainant prays that defendants be 
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required to furnish tally men to as- 
sist in unloading package freight at 
Utica, N. Y.; that defendants claim 
exemption from liability for this serv- 
ice under Rule 8-B of the Official 
Classification—which rule complain- 
ant charges to be unjust and unrea- 
sonable—but that, notwithstanding 
said rule, defendants now provide 
station employes to assist in loading 
and unloading carload package freight 
at New York, Yonkers, Fulton, Buf- 
falo, Troy and Rochester, N. Y.; Aug 
28, p 274. 

Vaughn Mfg Co, Jefferson, Wis., vs P, 
Cc, C & St L et al (2769). Complain- 
ant alleges that 13% cents was the 
proper rate on wooden spokes in the 
white from Spencer, Ind., to Jeffer- 
son, Wis., May 6, 1907; Aug 28, p 274. 

Vincennes Bridge Co, Vincennes, Ind., 
vs B & OS W et al (2847). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
37% cents on bridge iron from Vin- 
cennes, Ind., to Amoy, Miss., Oc- 
tober 26, 1907, and that 24 cents was 
the proper rate; Sept 25, p 348. 

Voegler Seed & Produce Co, Salt Lake 
City, Utah, vs A, T & S Fand D & 
R G (2927). Complainant alleges it 
was charged $1.34 on alfalfa seed 
from Lemar, Colo., to San Francisco, 
Cal., February 28, 1908; that tariff 
rate was $1.24 and that a reasonable 
rate would have been $1, the rate 
via another route; Nov 6, p 478. 

Vote-Berger Co vs Ft W, C & L et al 
(2731). Complainant alleges it was 
charged 24 cents on 43 bundles of 
iron telephone wire from Industry, 
Ind., to La Crosse, Wis.; that rate 
should not have exceeded 21% cents; 
Aug 7, p 205. 

Vulcan Steam Shovel Co, Toledo, O., vs 
Mo Pac and Wabash (2952). Com- 
plainant alleges it was charged un- 
reasonable rates on steam. shovel 
parts, detached, from Coffeyville, 
Kan., to Toledo, O.; asks that rating 
be made on parts not to exceed 
charge for shovel, when shipped with 
shovel; Nov 20, p 537. 

Wabash Coating Mills vs Wabash & 
Term R R Assn of St L (2722). 
Complainant alleges that prior to 
February 10, 1909, defendants’ rate on 
wood pulp from Wabash, Ind., to St 
Louis, Mo., was 11% cents; that this 
was excessive and should not have 
exceeded the subsequently estab- 
lished rate of 9 cents; Aug 7, p 205. 

Walter & Co, San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2831). Complainant 
alleges that it has been charged $2.20 
on brass bedsteads from Cleveland, 
O., to San Francisco, Cal., and claims 
that proper rate should have been 
$1.50; Sept 18, p 326. 

Washoe Coal Co, Anaconda, Mont., vs 
OS L and Butte, A & Pac (2910). 
Complainant alleges it shipped 17 car- 
loads of coal from Diamondville, 
Wyo., to Anaconda, Mont., between 
September 26, 1908, and February 11, 
1909; that same were weighed on 
track scales of the O S L at Kem- 
merer and showed a tonnage of 
1,665,200 pounds, but that weights at 
track scales at Anaconda showed loss 
of 90,940 pounds; that freight charges 
were based upon the greater ton- 
nage; reparation on the basis of $3.25 
per ton asked; Oct 30, p 459. 

Waterman Lumber & Supply Co, Kan- 
sas City, Mo., vs Tex & Gulf et al 
(2892). Alleges it was charged 37c 
on lumber from Waterman, Tex., to 
Nantes, Colo., April 30, 1907; that 
rate should have been 34 cents; Oct 
16, p 411. 

Webster Grocery Co, Danville, Ill., vs 
C & N W (2976). Complainant al- 
leges that proper rate on cheese from 
Plymouth, ‘Wis., ‘to Danville, IIl., 
should be 37% cents; Nov 27, p 562. 

Weed Lumber Co, San Francisco, Cal., 
vs D & RG and Sou Pac (3013). 
Complainant alleges it has been 
charged $1.20 on doors from Weed, 
Calt., to Trinidad, Colo., January 12, 
1909; that rate is 40 cents via Union 
Pac and Colo & Sou; Dec 18, p 650. 

Weis Manufacturing Co, Monroe, Mich., 
vs LS & M S et al (2693). Com- 
plainant alleges it was charged $3 on 
fiber board box letter files from Mon- 

roe, Mich., to San Francisco, Cal.; 

that rate should have been $1.25; July 

24, p 169. 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





eee URL ee ee 








Complaints—Zang 





Welsh-Cook Co, Cedar Rapids, Ia., vs 
N Y C & H R et al (2854). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
$1,035 on cotton knit goods, L C L, 
from Amsterdam, N. Y., to Cedar 
Rapids, Ia., and $1.085 from Lowell, 
Mass., to Cedar Rapids, and claims 
that the proper rates should be $1 
and 96 cents, respectively; Sept 25, 
p 348. 

Western Hardwood Lumber Co vs M, 
St P and S S M et al (2759). Com- 
plainant alleges that it has been 
charged 85 cents on lumber from New 
Orleans, Eola, St. Laudrey, Wham 
and Clayton, La., Memphis, Tenn., 
Butternut and Phillips, Wis., and 
Okalona, Ark., to Los Angeles, Cal.; 
that proper rate should have been 
75 cents; Aug 21, p 254. 

Western Lime & Cement Co, Mil- 
waukee, Wis., vs C, M & St F and 
Till Cent (2845). Complainant alleges 
that 10 cents was the proper rate on 
lumber from Sherwood, Wis., to Hol- 
landale, Wis., and that defendants 
have charged 20 cents from and to 
oe points Oct 27, 1908; Sept 25, 
p 348. 

Western Lime & Cement Co, Mil- 
waukee, Wis., vs C, M & St P et al 
(2960). Complainant alleges that any 
rate above 10 cents on lime from 
Sherwood, Wis., to Paxton, Ill., was 
and is unreasonable; that said rate 
was the proper one November 7, 1908; 
Nov 27, p 562. 

West Texas Fuel Co, El Paso, Tex., vs 
Tex & Pac et al (2666). Alleges 
switching charge of $5 per car on 
coal at El] Paso, Tex., to be unrea- 
sonable; that rate should not have 
exceeded $3; July 3, p 34. 

Whittaker, Mrs. S. W., Monarch, Mont., 
vs Gt Nor. Complainant alleges she 
was charged 39 cents on _ hay, 
shipped March 10, 1909, from 
Raynesford, Mont., to Spokane, 
Wash.; that rate should have been 
25 cents; Nov 6, p 478. 

Wilburine Oil Works, Ltd, Warren, Pa., 
vs P R R et al (2755). Complainant 
alleges it was charged 22 cents on 
press oil distillate or wax distillate 
from Edgewater, N. J., to Struthers, 
Pa., during August, September and 
October, 1907; that rate should not 
have exceeded 16% cents; Aug 21, 


p 254. 

Willamette Pulp & Paper Co., San 
Francisco, Cal., vs Nor Pac et al 
(2955). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 80 cents on newspaper 
from Sartells, Minn., to San Fran- 
cisco, Oakland and Los Angeles, Cal.; 
that proper rate is 75 cents; Nov 20, 
p 537. 

Williams, W. P.. Oakland, Cal., vs Sou 
Pac et al (2826). Complainant al- 
leges that he has been charged $6 
on motor cycles, L C L, from Chicago, 
Tll., to Oakland, Cal., and makes 
claim that $3.60 is proper rate; Sept 
18, p 326. 

Williar, H. R., San Francisco, Cal., vs 
Sou Pac et al (2851). Complainant 
alleges that 75 cents was proper rate 
on newspaper from Grand Mere, Que., 
to San Francisco, Cal., and that de- 
fendants charged 90 cents during 
August, September and July, 1907; 
Sept 25, p 348. 

Wilson, A. F., Imbler, Ore., vs O R & 
N et al (2740). Complainant alleges 
it has been charged unreasonable 
rates on potatoes from Imbler, Ore., 
to Butler, Mo.,; Aug 14, p 237. 

Wilson Produce Co, Pittsburg, Pa., vs 
P RR et al (2879). Alleges that it 
was assessed excessive reconsign- 
ment charges on carload of water- 
melons shipped from Lowell, Fia., 
to Pittsburg, Pa., June 26, 1909, and 
— to Altoona, Pa.; Oct 9, 


p E 

Wilson Saddlery Co, Denver, Colo., vs 
Colo & Sou et al (2948). Complain- 
ant alleges it has been charged $1.25 
on leather received at Denver, Colo., 
from various California points during 
1909; that rate should have been $1.15; 
Nov 13, p 500. 

Windsor Turned Goods Co, Piqua, O., 
and Windsor, Ont., vs C & O et al 
(2757). Complainant alleges excess- 
ive rates on hardwood lumber and 

dimension stock from Big Creek and 

Central City, W. Va., Cedar Grove, 





Carter, Rockwell, Chambers, Harrold, 
Smith Creek, Hillier, Pond Creek, 
Graves Shoals and Hedges, Ky., to 
Windsor, Ont.; .uac combination 
rates on Detroit, Mich., would be 
proper rates; Aug 21, p 254. 

Winkel, J. A., & Co, Hettinger, N. D., 
vs C, M & St P and C, M & Puget 
S (2850). Complainant alleges it has 
been charged 39 cents‘ on common 
pine sash and doors from Minneap- 
olis, Minn., to Hettinger, N. D., and 
that 31 cents is the proper rate; Sept 
25, p 348. 

Winkel, J. A., & Co, Hettinger, N. D., 
vs C, M & St P (2861). Allege that 
they were charged excessive Missouri 
river combination rate on building pa- 
per from Minneapolis, Minn., to Het- 
tinger, N. D., October 28, 1907; that 
51%-cent rate established November 
26, 1907, should have applied; Oct 
2, p 374. 

Winkel, J. A., & Co, Hettinger, N. D., 
vs C, M & St P et al (2956). Com- 
plainant alleges it has been charged 
57 cents on lumber from Spokane, 
Wash., to Hettinger, N. D.; that rate 
should have been 50 cents; Nov 27, 
p 562. 

Winona Carriage Co, Winona, Minn., 
vs P R R et al (2972). Complainant 
alleges that it was overcharged on 
shipments of steel, in bars and bun- 
dles, from Johnstown, Pa., to Winona, 
Minn., January 15 and February 24, 
1908; Nov 27, p 562. 

Winona Wagon Co, Winona, Minn., vs 
Cc, M & St P et al (2943). Complain- 
ant alleges it was charged $1.35 on 
farm wagons from Minneapolis, 
Minn., to Stockton, Cal., February 
and April, 1909; that rate should not 
have exceeded $1.25; Nov 13, p 500. 

Winters Metallic Paint Co, Denver, 
Colo., vs C, M& St PandC, RI& 
P (2808). Complainant alleges that 
on January 18, 1909, the rate on 
ground iron ore from Iron Ridge, 
Wis., to Denver, Colo., has been in- 
creased from $7.62 to $9.52 per gross 
ton, and the minimum weight from 
46,000 to 50,000 pounds; that rate and 
minimum should not exceed former 
figures; Sept 11, p 304. 

Wiprud, S. T., Hettinger, S. D., vs C, 
M & St P and C, M & Puget S 
(2886). Alleges that defendants 
charged the Missouri river combina- 
tion of rates on shipments from 
Fargo and Wahpeton, N. D., to Het- 
tinger, S. D.; that these rates were 
unreasonable and should not have 
exceeded the through rates subse- 
quently established; Oct 9, p 393. 

Wisconsin Pulp & Paper Manufactur- 
ers’ Assn, Chicago, Ill., vs Duluth & 
I R et al (2954). Complainant al- 
leges overcharge on pulpwood from 
Minnesota points to Grand Rapids, 
Wis., between March 25 and April 15, 
1909, in that charges from Duluth, 
Minn., to destination were based on 
market capacity of cars, which were 
alleged to have in many cases ex- 
ceeded the actual weights of car- 
loads; Nov 20, p 538. 

Wolfe, John G., Hettinger, N. D., vs 
Cc, M & St P and C, M & Puget S 
(2795). Complainant alleges he has 
been charged excessive rates on sec- 
ond-hand furniture and store fixtures 
from Big Stone City, S. D., to Het- 
tinger, N. D., February 13. 1908. and 
that rate should have been 42 cents; 
Aug 28, p 274. 

Wolten, Fred., St. Carles, Minn., vs 
St L & S F et al (2665). Alleges 
that he has been charged 42%4 cents 
on lumber from New Albany, Miss., 
to St. Charles, Minn.; that carriers 
hauled shipment via Kansas City, 
Mo., and Des Moines, Ia.; that proper 
route was via Thebes, Ill., and rate 
26 cents; July 3, p 34. 

Zang, Ph., Brewing Co, Denver, Colo. 
vs C, B & Q et al (2899). Complain- 
ant alleges it has been charged $1.45 
on wooden bungs from St. Louis, Mo., 
to Denver, Colo.; $1.85 on isinglass 
(less-than-carload lots); 72 cents on 
iron hoops (less-than-carload lots); 
3214 cents on staves and heading 
(less-than-carload lots); 92 cents on 
staples (less-than-carload lots); that 
rates should have been 92 cents on 
bungs, 48% cents on isinglass and 
481% cents on hoops, staves, headings 
and staples; Oct 23, p 441. 
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COMPLAINTS, Form of 

Consolidation: If one complainant or 
two or more complainants file sepa- 
rate complaints which rest upon the 
same principle or a_ substantially 
similar state of facts, the Commis- 
sion may consolidate the _ several 
complaints into one case, under one 
number and title, so that the same 
may be disposed of in one hearing 
and in one report (Conf Rul); Oct 
23, p 435. 
—Complaints involving the same 
principle, subject, or state of facts, 
even though two or more ‘rates or 
regulations are alleged to be unrea- 
sonable and numerous shipments are 
affected, should be included in one 
complaint. Under the same condi- 
tions, two or more complainants 
may join in one complaint against 
one or more carriers, and one com- 
plainant’s complaints against two 
Or more carriers may be included in 
one complaint (Conf Rul); Oct 23, 
Pp 435. 


COMPRESSION 
See also ‘‘Allowances.”’ 
Allowances for Legal: Cotton com- 
pression is a service which the car- 


riers may lawfully perform for 
themselves or hire others to per- 
form. Merchants’ Cotton Press & 


Storage Co et al vs Ill Cent et al 
(1402), 17 £ C C Rep, 98: July 17, 


p 93. 
CONSOLIDATED CARLOADS 
See “Carloads, Consolidated,’ and 


“Loading and Unloading.”’ 


CONSUMERS’ CLUB 
See ‘‘Colorado.’’ 


CONTRACTS 

Discriminatory: No violation of the 

act can be predicated solely upon 
the fact that a carrier makes with 
one independent company a contract 
more favorable than with another 
for a service which that carrier is 
bound or undertakes to. perform. 
The act deals only with the obliga- 
tions of carriers as carriers, and in 
no way attempts to regulate or in- 
terfere with matters not involving 
their duties to shippers or passen- 
gers as such. Merchants’ Cotton 
Press & Storage Co et al vs Til Cent 
et al (1402), 17 I C C Rep, 98; July 
17, p 93. 
—A carrier may not lease to one 
party, at a nominal rental, the use 
of certain of its facilities erected on 
its rieht-of-wav, such as an eleva- 
tor, while eontemporaneouslv deny- 
ing like privileges to lessee’s com- 
netitors Brook-Rauch Mill & Ele- 
vator Co vs Mo Pace et al (1597), 17 
TCC Rep. 158: Aug 14. p 295. 

Evidence: An agreement between car- 
rier and shipper as to rates may be 
regarded and used as evidence of 
an admission as between the parties 
executing it, of strong evidentiary 
value, that the rate agreed upon is 
reasonable. Hood & Sons vs D & 
— 17 I C C Rep, 15; July 10, 
p 47. 

Interpreting Tariffs: When the lan- 
guage of a tariff based upon an 
agreement between carrier and ship- 
per is ambiguous, the agreement 
mav be examined as a medium of 
explanation of the tariff to remove 
the ambiguity. Hood & Sons vs D 
& FH (1053), 17 I C C Rep, 15; July 
10, p 47. 

Jurisdiction: The Commission has no 
authoritv to approve or enforce an 
agreement hetween carrier and ship- 
per, nor will it undertake to con- 
strue such an agreement. nor to say 
that a tariff shall be issued in com- 
Diiance therewith. Wood & Sons vs 
YD & H 1053), 17 I C C Rep, 15; 
Tulv 10, n 47. 

Rebates: Tinited States Nistrict court, 
Jvdge Van Fleet, California. over- 
rules demurrer of defendant in Thl- 
man vs A, T & S F. a civil action 
for damages for hreach of contract— 
demurrer heine that to hove filled 
its eontractnal  oblieations would 
havea made defendant liahle to nrose- 
eution for rehatine vrder the inter- 
state ecammerce act: Nov 29. p 520. 

Tariff Rates Prevail: The rates 
charged and collected must be in 





CONTROLLERS, Electric 
See ‘Electric Controllers.”’ 


Arkansas: See 


Car Service: See 
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accordance with the tariff legally 
effective, whether the same was is- 
sued in compliance with a private 
agreement with’ a shipper or not. 
Hood & Sons vs D & H (1053), 17 
I C C Rep, 15; July 10, p 47. 

—A contract for a lower charge for 
a shipment than that named in the 
tariffs issued by the carrier is not 
binding and its violation furnishes 
no ground for redress under the Act 
to Regulate Commerce. Ames Brooks 
Co vs Rutland et al (1680), 14 IC C 
Rep, 479; July 3, p 6. 


CORN 
See “Grain and Grain Products.” 
COTTON 
See also ‘‘Compression.”’ 
Mississippi: United States District 
court, Jackson, Miss., temporarily 


enjoins enforcement of state railroad 
commission’s new schedule of rates 
on uncompressed cotton; Oct 16, 
p 413. 


COUNCIL BLUFFS, la. 
Passenger 


Fares to Omaha, Neb.: 
Held, That fare between any point 
on the defendant’s lines in Council 
Bluffs, not including Courtland 
Beach, Ia., and any point on defend- 
ant’s lines in Omaha should not ex- 
ceed 10 cents per passenger. West 
End Improvement Club vs Omaha & 
Cc B Ry & Bridge Co (1004), 17 I 
C C Rep, 239; Dec 18, p 622. 


COURTS, Federal 
Act to Regulate Commerce: 


Gulf, Col- 
orado & Santa Fe railway attacks 
legality of the Carmack amendment, 
making initial carrier responsible for 
loss and damage in transit irrespect- 
ive of on whose line said loss or 
damage occurred, in suit instituted 
by one Coulter in the United States 
District, court at Dallas, Tex.; Dec 


25, p 679. , 
“Arkansas—Rate Liti- 
gation.” 


Burnham, Hanna, Munger Case: See 


“Class Rates, Missouri River,’’ under 

Courts, post. 2 

“Courts, Federal— 
Discrimination,”’ post. 

Chicago, Peoria & St Louis Railway: 
Judge Humphrey, southern district 
of Illinois, appoints John P. Ramsey 
and Henery Herriam receivers for 
road; petition for receivership filed 
by Trust Co of America because of 
default in interest payment on bonds; 
July 10, p 81. 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific et al 


vs Interstate Commerce Commission 


—Des Moines Rates: See “Class 
Rates,’ post. ; 
Class Rates to Denver, Colo.: United 


States Circuit court, northern dis- 
trict of Illinois, temporarily restrains 
enforcement of order of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission in Kin- 
del vs N Y, NH & H, 151CC 
Rep, 555, reducing rates from Chi- 
cago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., hold- 
ing that Commission acted beyond 
its authority in attempting to ap- 
portion rates by trade zones: Judges 
Grosscup and Kohlsaat, concurring 
and Baker dissenting; Aug 28, p 261. 


Class Rates to Des Moines, Ia.: Chi- 
cago. Rock Island & Pacific et al 
file bill of complaint in the United 
States Circuit court, northern dis- 
trict of Illinois. asking that the en- 
forcement of the orders of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in 
cases Nos. 1231 and 1289, Greater 
Des Moines Committee vs C, RI & 
P, ete—q v under “Decisions’’— 
be enjoined; bill alleges that present 
rates are just and reasonable; that 
Commission’s rates are preferential 
to Des Moines, Ia., and discrimina- 
tory against other Iowa commercial 
centers; that the enforcement of 
said orders would deprive the car- 
riers of thousands of dollars of rev- 
enues; that said orders exceed the 
power of the Commission and should 
be held void (Aug 21, p 245.) Car- 
riers. Commission having postponed 
effective date of its orders, have 
court dismiss bill of complaint ask- 
ing for an injunction restraining en- 





Class Rates, 


Contracts: 
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forcement of said orders; Sept 4, p 
284. (Rates were subsequently put 
into effect.) 

Missouri River: United 
States Circuit court, northern dis- 
trict of Illinois, makes permanent 
the injunction restraining the Inter- 


state Commerce Commission from 
enforcing its order in Burnham, 


Hanna, Munger Dry Goods Co et al 
vs C, RI & P, in which river-to- 
river proportionals on traffic to the 
Missouri river cities, when originat- 
ing at the Atlantic seaboard, were 
ordered reduced, holding that Com- 
mission acted beyond its authority 
in attempting to apportion rates by 
trade zones: Judges Grosscup and 
Kohlsaat concurring, Baker dissent- 
ing. (Aug 28, p_ 261.) Interstate 
Commerce Commission files appeal 
to the Supreme court from Circuit 
court decision; charges majority 
opinion with twenty errors and 
qucetes dissenting opinion of Judge 
Baker; Sept 18, p 335. 


Class Rates, New York, N. Y., to Den- 


ver, Colo., via Galveston, Tex.: 
Judge Lewis, United States District 
court, Denver, denies application of 
George J. Kindel to restrain ad- 
vance in class rates; holds matter 
must be presented to the Interstate 


— Commission; Aug 21, p 
Coal: Pennsylvania railroad et al file 


suit in Circuit court at Philadelphia, 
Pa., asking that enforcement of the 
order of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in American Coal Co et 
al vs B & O et al (2024), q v, be 
enjoined; allege that abolition of 
differential against big-vein coal will 
render competition between big and 
small vein coal unsuccessful and will 


reduce revenues of carriers more 
than $150,000 annually. (Oct 2, p 
368.) Consideration of petition for 


application for injunction in Ameri- 

can Coal company vs Baltimore & 

Ohio et al, postponed until Novem- 

ber 1. (Oct 9, p 383.) Interstate 

Commerce Commission argues de- 

murrer in case; asks that bill of 

complaint be dismissed—or, at least, 
that no restraining order be issued 
until rates have had a fair trial. 

(Nov 6, p 471.) Court dismisses bill 

for an injunction, holding that fix- 

ing of rates is a legislative function 
that may not be disturbed by the 
eourts, unless some legal, constitu- 
tional or natural right has been vio- 
lated; that when the question of 
setting aside or suspending as order 
of the Commission comes before the 
court, the question is one of law. 

P & Ret al vs IC C; Nov 27, p 542: 

Dec 4, p 581. 

United States District 
court, Judge Van Fleet, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., holds that liability to 
prosecution for rebating under the 
interstate commerce act does not 
absolve carrier from being sued for 
damages for failure to fulfill con- 
tractual obligations made prior to 
the Hepburn act, overruling defend- 
ant’s demurrer to suit. Uhlman & 
Co vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe; 
Nov 20, pv 520. 

Cotton: United States District court. 
Jackson, Miss., tempordrily enjoins 
enforcement of state railroad com- 
mission’s new schedule of rates on 
uncompressed cotton; Oct 16, p 413. 

Discrimination: United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals, Philadelphia, sus- 
tains verdict of trial court awarding 
International Coal Mining company 
$12,013.51 damages from the Penn- 
sylvania railroad for alleged rate 
discrimination, it being charged that 
when the defendant advanced cer- 
tain coal rates in Q 190, 1898, it per- 
mitted operators having contracts 
for the sale of coal to ship at the 
old rate, but charged those not hav- 
ing contracts, including the com- 
a, the higher rates; Oct 16, 
p 400. 

—Fairmount & Ohio Coal & Coke Co 
and §. Hamilton file suit in the Cir- 
cuit court at Philadelphia, Pa., 
against the Baltimore & Ohio, alleg- 
ing discrimination in the matter of 
ear distribution to mines between 
1902 and 1908: damages asked; Dec 
11. p 612. 

—Morrisdale Coal 


company settles 








Courts—Federal 


suit against Pennsylvania railroad, 
brought in the United States Dis- 
trict court, Philadelphia, Pa., alleg- 
ing discrimination in the matter of 
coal car distribution between 1902 
and 1905; agreed that verdict of 
$67,156 damages shall be returned in 
favor of plaintiff; Nov 27, p 548. 

Indiana: Judge Anderson, District 
court, approves report of Special 
Master Butler sustaining allegations 
of Vandalia railroad that order of 
state railroad commission prohibiting 
it from charging higher class rates 
between Indianapolis and the Illinois 
state line than those fixed by the 
Indiana board would yield revenue 
insufficient to pay operating ex- 
penses ; July 17, p 141. 
















Indiana: Chicago, Indianapolis & Lou- 
isville railway asks injunction to 
restrain state railroad commission 








from enforcing order made by that 
body in Slider vs C, I & L, in which 
reductions in the rates on coal, sand, 
gravel and _ road-building material 
from New Albany to points on the 
Monon were ordered; Oct 2, p 362. 

Iowa: Judge Smith McPherson, United 
States District court, temporarily 
enjoins enforcement of Iowa _ two- 
cent passenger fare law with respect 
to the Cedar Rapids & Iowa City 
Railway & Light company; Dec 4, 
p 566. 

Kindel Case: See 
Denver,’ ante. 
Lemons: Judge Morrow. United States 
Circuit court, San Francisco, Cal., 
temporarily enjoins carriers from 
advancing lemon rates from Califor- 


nia terminals to points east 15 cents; 
Nov 20, p 536 









“Class Rates to 














—See also “Rate Advances—Lem- 
ons.”’ 
Lumber: A. J. Phillips, Fenton, Mich., 






institutes suits against the Grand 
Trunk Western et al to recover rep- 
aration on yellow pine shipments in 
which claims are outlawed before 
Commission by statute of limita- 
tions; suit filed in the Cireuit court 
at’Detroit; July 17, p 141. 


Missouri: Judge Smith McPherson 
grants appeal of state to United 
States Supreme court from his de- 
cision holding the Missouri two-cent 
passenger fare and maximum freight 
rate statutes unconstitutional; Aug 
7, p 221. 

Oklahoma: Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe, Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe and 
Missouri, Kansas & Texas railways 
file suit in the District court at 
Enid, Okla., asking that those sec- 
tions of the state constitution which 
give the corporation commission the 
right to fix rates, etc., and _ pre- 
scribe a two-cent fare law, be de- 
clared invalid; also ask that the 
Commission be enjoined from  en- 
forcing twelve of its more important 
rate orders. (Oct 2, p 367.) Judge 
Hook, United States Circuit court, 
overrules state’s demurrer to car- 
riers’ bills for injunctions; also over- 
rules plea for abatement pending 
decision by Oklahoma Supreme court 
on_same questions: Nov 20, p 536. 
—See also under “Oklahoma.” 

Portland Gateway: United States 
Circuit court, district of Minnesota, 
files order permitting an appeal from 
its decision enjoining order of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; 
appeal goes to the United States Su- 
preme court; July 3, p 32. 


Rebates: American Tobacco Co, in- 
dicted bv federal grand jury at Lou- 
isville, Ky., on charge of receiving 
rebates; Louisville & Nashville, Lou- 
isville; Louisville & St Louis and 
L. J. Irwin, president of the latter 
road, indicted on charge of granting 
illegal allowances; Dec 4, p 582. / 
—Ruffalo & Susquehanna and Erie 
railroads plead not guilty to charge 
of granting rebates to Buffalo & 
Susquehanna Coal Mining compqny; 
latter pleads not guiltv to charge of 
accepting same. (Julv 17, p= 147.) 
Defendants file demurrers to indict- 
ments; Sept 18, p 336. 

—Callahan, James: See “J. B. Sar- 
dy.’’ post. 
—Gibson, W. J.: 
post. 

—Holland- Amerika 
pany: 

























































See “J. B. Sardy,’’ 


Steamship Com- 
Federal grand jury reported 
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to be investigating charges made by 
New York World that rebates had 
been paid steamship company by 
railroads; misbilling and an illegal 
combination to control ocean freight 
rates also alleged. (Sept 18, p 320.) 
Reported that indictments have been 
returned, but names of indicted not 
made public. (Oct 2, p 362.) Adrain 
Gips, general agent of the Holland- 
Amerika Steamship company, in- 
dicted on charge of receiving re- 
bates from railroads on _  consign- 
— of foreign freights; Nov 13, 
oUc. 

—Lake Shore & Michigan Southern 
indicted by federal grand jury at 
Cincinnati, O., on charge of receiving 
illegal rate concessions on shipments 
on ties from Tennessee; Oct 16, p 
413. 

—Sardy, J. B. W. J. Gibson and 
James Callahan indicted on rebating 
charge by federal grand jury in 
United States District court at Chi- 
cago, Ill.; indictments charge the 
solicitation and granting of illegal 
concessions on fertilizer shipments 
and conspiracy to violate law; July 
3, p 365. 

—Southern Pacific company is fined 
$1,000 on each of two counts in 
United States District court at Los 
Angeles, Cal., on charge of grant- 
ing rebates to the Penn Fruit com- 
pany and the Harris-Newmark com- 
pany; road enters plea of guilty, but 
sets up as a defense that violation 
of law was technical and wholly un- 
intentional; indictment charging re- 
bating on shipment from Hongkong 
to San Francisco dismissed upon 
showing that subsequent movement 
was purely intrastate; Oct 16, p 398. 
—World (N. Y.) Cases: See ‘‘Hol- 
land-Amerika Steamship Company.” 


Reparation: J. W. Thompson Lumber 
company et al and Russe & Burgess 
et al file suits in the Circuit court, 
northern district of Illinois, making 
Interstate Commerce Commission co- 
defendant with railroads; ask that 
Commission be compelled to _ so 
modify its orders in the cases origi- 
nally brought before it by these 
complainants so as to allow repara- 
tion on certain lumber rates, de- 
clared by said body to have been 
unreasonably advanced, from_ the 
time advance became effective in- 
stead of time when complaints 
were lodged with the Commission; 
Oct 23, p 429. 


Safety Appliances Act: St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern railway fined 
in the United States District court, 
St. Louis, Mo., for alleged violation 
of act; Nov 27, p 553. 

Twenty-eight-Hour Law: St. Louis & 
San Francisco railroad fined in 
United States District court, St. 
Louis, Mo., for alleged violation of 
act; Nov 27, p 553. 


COURTS, State 
For the activities of the various state 
courts in traffic cases, as reported in 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN, see under 
various state headings. 


COURTS, United States Supreme 
Baltimore & Ohio vs Interstate Com- 
merce Commission (No. 339—October 
Term, 1909). This was a bill of 
equity filed by the complainant in 
the Circuit court for the district of 
Maryland, July 20, 1908, praying for 
a preliminary injunction and a final 
decree restraining the enforcement 
of an order of the Commission af- 
fecting car distribution made in the 
Rail & River Coal Co case. A pre- 
liminary injunction was entered, but 
upon final hearing, the court was 
divided and the judges certified the 
ease to the Supreme court, without 
entering final decree or judgment. 
The case was certified to the higher 
court under the so-called expediting 
act. Held, That the Supreme court 
has original jurisdiction only in the 
eases specified in the Constitution; 
in all other cases its powers must 
be appellate; that the effect of 
sending the present case up to the 
Supreme court for review. without 
any final decree having been en- 
tered by the lower court. is to in- 
voke the exercise of original juris- 


Cummins . 





diction on the part of the Supreme 
court, a position that cannot be 
sustained. Case remanded to Cir- 
cuit court with directions to proceed 
ew to the law; Dec 11, p 

Interstate Commerce Commission vs 
Alpheus B. Stickney et al (No. 251— 
October Term, 1909). December 10, 
1907, the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission entered an order reducing 
the terminal charge on live stock at 
the Union Stock Yards, Ill., from $2 
to $1 per ear. The defendants in 
the present case sought to have this 
order joined in the Circuit court for 
the district of Minnesota; an in- 
junction was issued and from this 
the Commission appeals. It ap- 
peared from the facts in the case 
that the terminal charge per se was 
not unreasonable, In a_ previous 
case involving the same question, it 
appeared that the Commission had 
attempted to defend a similar reduc- 
tion in this charge on the grounds 
that this was the only rate com- 
plained of, although the aggregate 
charge for the transportation of the 
live stock from point of origin to 
destination was unreasonable. Held, 
That the $2 terminal charge being 
per se just and reasonable, if any 
shipper has been charged excessive- 
ly, the wrong was done in the prior 
transportation charges and that 
these should be corrected by proper 
proceedings against the companies 
guilty. Conclusions of the _ trial 
judges affirmed; Dec 11, p 599. 

Missouri: Carriers file cross-appeal 
with Supreme court from Judge Mc- 
Pherson’s decision holding state 
two-cent passenger and maximum 
freight rate laws invalid; take ex- 
ception to trial court’s division of 
costs between state and carriers and 
to suggestion that one rate may be 
enforced against a strong road and 
a lesser passenger rate against a 
weaker; Sept 25, p 354. 

Southern Pacific Co et al vs Interstate 

Commerce Commission No. 275— 

October Term, 1909). The main 
facts in this case are the same as 
in B & Ovs IC C, No. 339, ante; 
the decision of the Commission in- 
volved was that reducing lumber 
rates from the Willamette valley to 
San Francisco, Cal. Action taken 
the same as in 339, ante; Dec 11, p 
604. 


CULP, J. M., Vice-President, Southern 
Railway, 

Utterances: Addresses Graduate School 
of Business Administration, Harvard 
University, on “The Construction of 
Freight Rates in the South;’’ places 
physiography of the southeastern 
states and the consequent influence 
of water competition as the foremost 
factor in the evolution of freight 
rates in that se¢tion of the country 
and dwells on the basing point sys- 
tem as the southeastern rate struc- 
ture’s distinguishing characteristic; 
address in full; Sept 18, p 321. 
—Johnston, J. H., Traffic Manager, 
Oklahoma Traffic Association, takes 
issue with Culp on justice of rate- 
construction in this territory; Oct 9, 
p 384. 

—Campbell. E., Manager, South Caro- 
lina Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ 
Assn attacks speech; Dec 4, p 572. 


CUMMINS, Albert, Senator from Iowa. 
Act to Regulate Commerce: Introduces 
bill in the United States Senate to 
amend the commerce act; proposed 
measure authorizes Commission to 
prescribe a uniform classification, 
uniform manner in which rates shall 
be published; provides for investiga- 
tion of all rates; changes in exist- 
ing rates and regulations without 
the consent and approval of the 
Commission prohibited; requires car- 
riers to quote rates in writing and 
makes erroneous quotations punish- 
able by fine: Commission may pre- 
scribe through routes upon its own 
initiative: gives shipper control over 
routing: forbids control of competing 
lines bv carriers: makes issuance of 
railroad securities subject to the 
suvnervision of the Commission; cur- 
tails courts’ powers of enjoining or- 
ders of the Commission: aims to 








DA 


DE 


DAISH, John B., Member of the Bar of 


Act to Regulate Commerce: 


DECISIONS OF THE BOARD OF RAIL- 


See “Canadian Board Decisions.” 
DECISIONS OF THE 
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vitalize the ‘‘commodities’’ clause; 
referred to senate committee on in- 
terstate commerce; Dec 18, p 640. 


the District of Columbia. 


Recom- 
mends that act be changed so as 
to provide right of court review and 
appeal for defeated complainant in 
cases before the Commission; clearer 
provisions with respect to jurisdic- 
tion over all claims; definite mark- 
ing out of the jurisdiction of the 
Commission; extension of limitation 
period; right to enjoin rate ad- 
vances pending an inquiry into their 
reasonableness; Sept 4, p 282. 


WAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CAN- 
ADA 


INTERSTATE 

COMMERCE COMMISSION 

Acme Cement Plaster Co vs Lake Shore 
& Michigan Southern et al (1431), 
17 I © C Rep, 30. At the present 
time wall plaster moves from Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to all points in Central 
Freight association territory on com- 
modity rates, which are 8344 per cent 
of sixth class rates; to Trunk Line 
territory rates are made according to 
the Grand Rapids percentage of the 
Chicago-New York basing rate. The 
complaint in this case alleges the un- 
reasonableness of the defendants’ car- 
load rates on the manufactured prod- 
ucts of gypsum, hereinafter generic- 
ally referred to as wall plaster, from 
Grand Rapids to all points in Offi- 
cial and Southern Classification ter- 
ritory, Wisconsin and that part of 
Illinois which is in Western Classifi- 
eation territory. (2) The Chicago- 
New York base rate on gypsum prod- 
ucts was raised June 1, 1907, from 
22% cents to 25 cents, and on April 
20, 1908, subsequent to the filing of 
this complaint, reduced to the former 
figure, which rate, it appeared, had 
been in effect for a long time. The 
defendants made no attempt to justify 
the advance and have maintained the 
lower rate since April, 1908. (3) Anate- 
tack was also made upon the wall plas- 
ter rates because of their being based 
upon a fixed percentage of the class 
rates. Held, That, upon all the facts 
and circumstances disclosed by the 
record, the present rate adjustment 
eannot be found unreasonable. (2) 
That the 25-cent base rate was un- 
reasonable and that complainant is 
entitled to reparation on shipments 
moving during the period of its ef- 
fectiveness. (3) Complaint as to the 
unreasonableness of rates based upon 
percentage of sixth-class rates not 
sustained. To condemn this adjust- 
ment would inferentially condemn the 
reasonableness of the class rates 
themselves. The Commission is dis- 
posed to encourage the making of 
class rates wherever practicable be- 
cause of their tendency toward uni- 
formity and stability. It is only in 
eases where the inclusion of an arti- 
cle in a given class results in un- 
reasonable charges and a lower classi- 
fication will not meet the demands of 
justice that commodity rates are re- 
quired to be established; July 17, 

107. 

aan Cement Plaster Co vs Chicago & 
Alton et al (2686), 17 I C C Rep, 220. 


Complainant shipped a_ carload of 


cement plaster, containing 60,000 
pounds, from Acme, Tex., to East St. 


Louis, Ill, the rate in effect being 


18 cents from Acme to East St. 


Louis, with a minimum of 30,000 
pounds, and a rate of 23 cents from 
Acme to Brainwood, Ill., with the 
same minimum, the shipment going 


forward upon the 18-cent rate. When 


the car reached East St. Louis it 
was ordered by complainant to its 
warehouse and the 18-cent rate was 
paid. Complainant removed one-half 
of the carload and rebilled the car to 
Brainwood. The tariff did not pro- 
vide for reconsignment at East St. 
Louis. The local rate from East St. 
Louis to Brainwood of 9 cents was 
assessed. Complainant insists that 
the balance of the through rate, or 
5 cents, should have been collected, 
and makes claim for 39 other ship- 












ments delivered at various points 
under similar conditions. Held, That 
the shipment from East St. Louis to 
Brainwood was a state movement, 
and the carrier had no right to allow 
it to go forward at the balance of 
the through rate. Gulf, Colorado & 
Santa Fe Ry Co vs Texas, 204 U §, 
403, cited and followed; complaint dis- 
missed; Dec 18, p 629. 


Aetna Fowder Co vs Chicago, Mil- 


waukee & St Paul (2502), 17 IC C 
Rep, 165. The defendant’s less-than- 
carload rate on gunpowder in quanti- 
ties of less than 10,000 pounds was 
twice the first-class rate, while on 
shipments exceeding 10,000 pounds 
the single first-class rate applied. 
Held, That a charge on complainant’s 
shipments of less than 6,000 pounds 
that exceeds the charges assessable 
on a less-than-carload shipment of 
the same commodity of 10,000 pounds 
is unreasonable; reparation awarded; 
Dec 18, p 638. 


Allen & Higgins Lumber Co vs South- 


ern Pacific et al (2360): Heard and 
decided with White Bros vs A T & 
S F et al (2355), 17 I C C Rep, 288, 
a yy. 


Allison Lumber Co et al vs Cincinnati, 


New Orleans & Texas Pacific et al 
(698 and 707, Sub Nos 40, 62, 64, 97, 
193, 207, 212, 224, 225, 226, 227, 229, 
230, 236, 243, 296, 375, 376, 385, 392, 
395, 418, 431, 432, 442, 458, 478, 479, 
480, 481, 482, 483, 484, 493, 494, 495, 
496, 497, 498, 499, 514, 515, 516, 517, 
518, 519, 520, 521, 536, 1717, 1738, 
1739, 1741, 1742, 1748). 


claims; Oct 2, p 363. 


American Coal Co of Allegan County et 

al vs Baltimore & Ohio et al (2024), 
The George’s 
Creek coal basin in Allegan County, 
Maryland, produces two kinds of 
2oal, big and small-vein—the former, 
while to casual inspection being 
identical to the latter, being in fact 
of a little better quality and bring- 
ing a somewhat higher price. Prior 
to the mining of the small-vein coal, 
there had been a readjustment of 
rates from the coal fields of the Balti- 
more & Ohio and the Western Mary- 
land. Originally all three fields 
reached by these lines, viz, the 
Virginia and 
George’s Creek, had been grouped 
together and taken the same rate on 
coal destined for track delivery at 
points on the lines of those two 
roads. It was found, however, when 
these coals went over the piers at 
Philadelphia, Pa., and Baltimore and 
Curtis Bay, Md., for destinations in- 
side and outside of the Delaware and 
Chesapeake capes, they came into 
competition with water-borne coal 
from mines on other lines. This made 
it necessary to shrink the rates, but 
because of the superior quality of the 
George’s Creek coal, there was less 
shrinkage in its rates, leaving a differ- 
ential against it, as compared with 
the rates from the Pennsylvania and 
West Virginia fields, of 10 cents a 
ton when water-borne to points in- 
side the capes and 15 cents when to 
points outside. When small-vein coal 
began to be produced, no distinction 
was made in the rates between it and 
In George’s Creek 
Basin Coal Co vs B & O et al (14 
I C C Rep, 127) the adjustment of 
small-vein. rates was attacked and 
the differential against it ordered 
abolished. Complaint in this case is 
made by companies engaged in min- 
ing both big and small-vein coal. The 
petition rests upon two grounds: 
(1) That the differentials of 10 and 
15 cents a ton against big-vein coal 
constitute an undue discrimination 
against that coal and ought to be re- 
moved; and that the big-vein coal 
ought to be placed on a parity with 
the small-vein coal and with coals 
from the Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia fields. (2) That, as the 
Creek coal basin is 


17 I C C Rep, 149. 


Pennsylvania, West 


big-vein coal. 


George’s 


nearer to tidewater than the Penn- 
sylvania fields and the haul less 
expensive, both on account of the 
shorter mileage and on account of 
the more favorable character of the 





Commission 
approves agreement to settle certain 
reparation claims arising out of the 
decisions in the Tift and Central 
Yellow Pine lumber cases for 67 per 
cent of the amount of the provable 
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grades, the rates from those points 
to all puvints on the lines of the de- 
fendants should be less than the rates 
from the more distant western mines 
with which the mines of the George’s 
Creek basin are now grouped for 
rate-making purposes. Held, (1) That 
the defendants’ rates on  big-vein 
coal from George’s Creek basin to 
tidewater, when going over the piers 
to destinations outside the Delaware 
and Chesapeake capes, are unreason- 
ably and unduly discriminatory and 
ought not to exceed the rates con- 
temporaneously in effect on small- 
vein coal from the same district and 
on coals from the Meyersdale, Austen- 
Newburg and Upper Potomac dis- 
tricts in Pennsylvania and West Vir- 
ginia when water-borne to the same 
destinations; that defendants’ rates 
on coal mined in the George’s Creek 
basin, when destined to points in New 
York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey and 
New England, are unreasonable and 
discriminatory-and ought not to ex- 
ceed the rates to the same destina- 
tions from the _  hereinbefore-men- 
tioned Meyersdale, Austen-Newburg 
and Upper Potomac regions. (2) 
George’s Creek coal basin has been 
grouped for ten years or more with 
the Meyersdale, Austen-Newburg and 
Upper Potomac districts; Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, Wilmington and 
other points of consumption for a 
like period of time have also taken a 
group rate from all these mines. 
Held, That no showing has been made 
which would justify the disruption of 
this grouping of coal-producing and 
consuming points; Aug 14, p 228. 
—See “Courts, Federal.” 


American Trust & Savings Bank, Trus- 


tee in Bankruptcy for the Metals Ex- 
traction & Refining Co, vs Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St Paul (2414), 171 CC 
Rep, 11. Complainant shipped 16 car- 
loads of_mill cinders from Chicago, 
Ill., to Omaha, Neb., upon which it 
was charged a rate of $2 per net ton. 
This it appeared was in error, as the 
tariff under which the traffic moved 
was subsequently amended so as to 
provide for the assessment of rates 
per gross ton; reparation awarded; 
July 17, p 131. 


Anderson, Clayton & Co vs St Louis & 


San Francisco et al (2224), 17I CC 
Rep, 12. Complainant shipped 125 bales 
of cotton from Lawton, Okla., to 
Chickasha, Okla., for concentration 
and subsequent reshipment. De- 
fendants’ tariffs provided that on re- 
shipment from the _ concentratien 
point the through rate from point of 
origin to final destination would be 
protected. Consignment was de- 
stroyed by fire while standing upon 
the platform of the compress at 
Chickasha. Complaint seeking re- 
fund of the local charges collected 
for the movement from Lawton to 
Chickasha dismissed; July 17, p. 132. 


Baer Brothers Mercantile Co vs Mis- 


souri Pacific et al (2010), 17 I C C 
Rep, 225. The complainant, on vari- 
ous dates between October 3, 1907, 
and December 5, 1908, shipped 16 car- 
loads of beer via the defendants’ 
lines from St. Louis, Mo., to Lead- 
ville, Colo. A combination rate of 
32 cents was charged. This case is 
similar, so far as transportation and 
shipments are concerned, to Baer 
Bros Mercantile Co vs Mo Pac, 13 
I C C Rep, 329, and Nollenberger vs 
same, 15 I C C Rep, 595. The grava- 
men of the complaint is against the 
45-cent rate from Pueblo, Colo., to 
Leadville. The establishment of a 
through route and joint rate applicable 
from_ St. Louis to Leadville is also 
asked. It appears, however, that the 
route over which the traffic moves 
is a through route; that there is no 
break of bulk and no rebilling so far 
as the consignor or consignee are 
concerned; shipments may move via 
several lines, the combination rates 
in each case being the same. Held, 
That rate from Pueblo to Leadville 
should not exceed 30 cents; applica- 
tion for through route and joint rate 
from St. Louis to Leadville, via Pu- 
eblo, under the circumstances appear- 
ing of record, denied; Dec 18, p 626. 


Bare Brothers vs Southern Pacific et al 


(2033): same vs same (2034); dis- 
missed; see Montague & Co vs A, T 
& S F et al (1934), post. 


Bartles Oil Co et al vs Chicago, Mil- 


waukee & St Paul et al (1051), 17 
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I C C Rep, 146. Illuminating oils 
and gasoline take third-class rates in 
less-than-carload quantities in West- 
ern Classification. In compliance with 
orders or recommendations of state 
railroad commissions, fourth-class 
rates have been applied on intrastate 
traffic in Minnesota, Iowa, the Da- 
kotas, Nebraska, Kansas, Missouri, 
Oklahoma and Wisconsin. To a lim- 
ited extent, these rates had also been 
made applicable to the interstate 
movement in the territory involved. 
Complainants asked that fourth-class 
rates be established from Minneapolis 
and St. Paul, Minn., to all points in 
South Dakota, instead of the present 
third-class rates which are alleged 
to be unreasonable. Subsequent to 
the filing of this complaint, certain 
of the carriers amended their tar- 
iffs in this respect, making a fourth- 
class less-than-carload rate effective 
on interstate traffic, leaving the first- 
named defendant the sole one against 
whom complainants direct their at- 
tacks. Held, That third-class rates 
are unreasonable and that fourth- 
class rates should be applied to the 
movements at issue; Aug. 14, p 232. 


Bartling Grain Co vs Missouri Pacific 
(1948), 16 I C C Rep, 494. Talmage 
and Brock, Neb., are stations on de- 
fendant’s line intermediate to St. 
Louis, Mo., and Dunbar and Lorton, 
Neb.; Paul and Julian, Neb., are 
located on another line of the de- 
fendant a short distance east from 
Dunbar south. Complainant contend- 
ed that to maintain higher rates on 
corn and wheat from Talmage and 
Brock than from Dunbar and Lorton, 
Neb., violated the long and _ short 
haul provisions of the Act to Regu- 
late Commerce; that to maintain 
higher rates to St. Louis from the 
first two stations aforesaid than ap- 
plied to the same destinations from 
Paul and Julian was unduly discrimi- 
natory against Talmage and Brock. 
It appeared, however, that rates from 
Dunbar and Lorton were affected by 
the intrastate rates prescribed by the 
Nebraska legislature and by competi- 
tion with another line. It appeared, 
further, that a dissimilarity of cir- 
cumstances and conditions had there- 


by been created, but that this was: 


not true of Paul and Julian rates to 
St. Louis. Held, That rates from 
Talmage and Brock to St. Louis 
should not exceed those in effect from 
Paul and Julian; July 3, p 21. 


Beekman Lumber Co vs Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific et al (1932), 164 I CC 
Rep, 528. Complainant made ship- 
ment of tie timbers from Fenter, Ark., 
to Woodruff, Mo. At the time traffic 
moved there was a through rate of 
19 cents applicable on lumber, but de- 
fendants declined to apply this be- 
cause not specifically applicable to 
cross-ties and switch ties, and de- 
manded the rate in effect on ties to 
Kansas City plus the local beyond. 
Held, That rate should not have ex- 
ceeded rate on lumber; reparation 
awarded; July 10, p 77. 


Beekman Lumber Co vs Kansas City 
Southern et al (1940), 17 I C C Rep, 
86. The complainant shipped a car 
of lumber from Deridder, La., to Fort 
Smith, Ark. The shipment was con- 
signed to the complainant. While 
awaiting delivery, complainant or- 
dered a change in the consignee, but 
not in the destination. Under the 
tariff rule in force, a charge of $5 
was assessed, Held, That this was 
unreasonable; that where only the 
name of the consignee is changed, 
charge should not exceed $1 per car; 
uly 17, p 121. 

Bentley & Olmstead Co et al vs Lake 
Shore & Michigan Southern et al 
(1286), 17 I C C Rep, 56. Complaint 
was made that there were neither 
joint through rates or carload rates 
on boots and shoes between Boston, 
Mass., and Des Moines, Ia. Held, 
That for reasons stated in Greater 
Des Moines Committee vs C, RI & P 
et al (1289), 17 I C C Rep. 54, joint 
through rates must be declined; that 
the Commission declines to put in 
earload rates because those articles 
generally move in less-than-carload 
quantities and there is no evidence in 
the record warranting the introduc- 
tion of a new unit of transportation 
as to those commodities; case dis- 
missed; July 17, p 107. 
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Boise Commercial Club vs Adams Ex- 


press Co et al (2016), 17 I C C Rep, 
115. Under the express rules in ef- 
fect at the time complaint was filed, 
when either the point of origin or of 
destination was an exclusive office 
of one express company, but the serv- 
ice between the two points was con- 
ducted by two companies, the double- 
graduate rule of charges applied, re- 
sulting in much higher charges than 
if the single graduate scale were ap- 
plied; when both point of origin and 
destination were reached by the same 
company this latter scale applied; 
Similarly, when more than one com- 
pany operated between the same two 
points, the single-graduate scale was 
also used. In conformity with these 
regulations, Boise, Ida., being an ex- 
clusive station of the Pacific Express 
company, was charged a_  double- 
graduate scale on shipments from 
New York, the Pacific not reaching 
that city. Under this the base rate 
per hundred pounds was $12.50—$4.50 
from New York to Omaha and $8.00 
from Omaha to Boise. The complaint 
was directed against the rates from 
New York to Boise and other south- 
ern Idaho points not named on pack- 
ages weighing from 8 to 47 pounds. 
On packages of less weight, because 
of competition with the mails, the 
double-graduate scale is not applied, 
and on packages weighing in excess 
of 47 the double-graduate rates were 
not in excess of the single. Com- 
plainants asked that the base rate be 
reduced to $11. While it was held 
that the evidence did not sustain the 
allegation that the present rate was 
per se unreasonabie, an examination 
of the practical application of the 
double-graduate scale showed that in 
many cases it brought about a viola- 
tion of the long and short haul clause 
of the Interstate Commerce Act. It 
was further shown that the prepay 
rates for express matter were much 
less than the collect rates. Held, 
That the carriers may not lawfully 
make a difference in rates based upon 
the time of payment of charges; that 
the through rates at present in effect 
in almost every instance violate the 
general principle that a thrcugh rate 
shall not exceed the lowest combina- 
tion of locals between the same 
points. Defendants given to October 
1, 1909, to present to the Commission 
a new basis for rates for the carriage 
of small packages from New York to 
Boise and points similarly situated; 
July 17, p 127. 


Brey, William F., as Chairman of a 


Committee of the Commercial Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, vs Pennsyl- 
vania et al (1892), 16 I C C Rep, 497. 
Complainant alleges (1) unlawful dis- 
crimination against Philadelphia, FPa., 
in favor of New York, N. Y., in the 
matter of free time for unloading 
flour; (2) contends that such dis- 
crimination ought not to exist, be- 
cause the Philadelphia roads have the 
right to extend the free delivery time 
in Philadelphia to equal that in New 
York. It appears that four days’ free 
storage is allowed in Philadelphia, ten 
in Jersey City when destined to New 
York and three days’ additional time 
in that city, with one day more for 
lighterage. The defendant carriers, 
the Pennsylvania railroad and_ the 
Baltimore & Ohio railroad, admitted 
the facts as to the free time, but 
contended that competitive conditions 
at New York forced them to allow 
the same free time there as was al- 
lowed by the other roads serving that 
metropolis, although they _ testified 
that from a transportation standpoint 
four days were all that were neces- 
sary at Jersey City, this period hav- 
ing been in effect for over a year 
prior to May. 1908; that the same time 
should obtain at Philadelphia as at 
Jersey City, but that roads not reach- 
ing Philadelphia had established the 
ten-day period and they were forced 
to meet it to retain any business. 
Held, (1) That while there might be 
circumstances from «a transportation 
standpoint that would justify the dif- 
ference in time, no opinion is ex- 
pressed upon this point, but_the de- 
cision rests upon the ground of_ the 
competition between carriers at New 
York, and competition exists at New 
York which does not exist in Phila- 
delphia, and such competition justi- 
fies a longer free time at the former 


city; (2. That, if defendants volun- 
tarily extend the time at Philadel- 
phia, they must treat alike all points 
similarly situated, and there might 
arise a duty to extend the benefit to 
every other non-competitive point; 
July 10, p 41. 


Brook-Rauch Mill & Elevator Co vs 


Missouri Pacific et al (1597), 171 CC 
Rep, 158. Complainant, a corporation 
engaged in the grain business at Lit- 
tle Rock, Ark., complained of the re- 
lations existing between the defend- 
ants and one T. H. Bunch and the 
T. H. Bunch company, grain dealers 
at Argenta, Ark., a town a short dis- 
tance from Little Rock, but in many 
respects forming one commercial cen- 
ter with the former place. Principa} 
consideration was given to whether 
the conditions under which the Bunch 
interests use and operate what is 
known as the Bunch mill and elevator 
in Argenta, on the north side of the 
Arkansas river, opposite Little Rock, 
work an undue preference and dis- 
crimination. Under an agreement en- 
tered into between Bunch and cer- 
tain of the defendants in April, 1904, 
said defendants undertook to erect on 
their right-of-way at Argenta an ele- 
vator and milling plant at an esti- 
mated cost of $69,369.12. The com- 
pleted elevator and the ground upon 
which it stood were to be leased to 
Bunch for his natural life, or as long 
as the elevator should be used or op- 
erated by him. The lessee undertook 
to pay taxes, assessments and insur- 
ance premiums and to keep the build- 
ings and machinery in repair. As a 
rental for the whole plant, he was 
required to pay one dollar per year. 
It was found later that the actual 
cost of erecting the plant, exclusive 
of the value of the land, would be 
$106,821.76 and, by a _ supplemental 
agreement, Bunch was required to 
execute and deliver to said defend- 
ants eight promissory notes for the 
difference between estimated and 
actual cost, viz, $37,452.64. It was 
charged that only two of these have 
been paid and that defendants have 
paid taxes and insurance. Ostensibly, 
the use of the elevator was to be open 
free of charge to all, but it appeared 
from the record that this had not 
been the case; that in the few in- 
stances in which parties other than 
Bunch had availed themselves of its 
facilities, a charge had been made for 
the service. Moreover, it also ap- 
peared that the defendants had re- 
fused to enter into similar agree- 
ments with other grain dealers for 
the erection and leasing of like facili- 
ties. Held, That the lease to Bunch, 
at a nominal rental, of said elevator, 
operates as an unlawful preference 
in favor of Bunch and as an unjust 
discrimination against dealers and 
shippers of grain at Little Rock. De- 
fendants are ordered to cease and de- 
sist from the continued performance 
of their contract and the aforesaid 
unlawful practices; Aug 14, p 225. 
Brooks, Ames. Co vs Rutland et al 
(1680), 16 I C C Rep, 479. The eleva- 
tion charge on ex-lake grain is usual- 
ly % cent per bushel; this is always 
included in the rate, which is gener- 
ally described as a rate “‘at and east 
of a given port. Complainant, about 
June 1, 1908, shipped 50,000 bushels of 
grain by steamer from Duluth, Minn., 
to Ogdensburg, N. Y. While still on 
the water, agent of complainant had 
an opportunity to sell the consign- 
ment for export. Thereupon, appli- 
cation was made for a rate from 
Ogdensburg to Baston, Mass., to 
the defendant Boston & Maine, 
which in turn applied to defendant 
Rutland railroad and received an an- 
swer naming rate of 3% cents per 
bushel “at and east’? of Ogdensburg. 
Agent of complainant thereupon con- 
cluded his sale and made arrange- 
ments for ocean carriage. Defend- 
ants issued tariff effective June 15, 
1908, naming rate of 3% cents, but 
making no _ reference to elevation 
charges; the tariff which this super- 
seded had provided for the absorp- 
tion of these charges by the carrier, 
After the contract for shipment ha 
been entered into between the com- 
plainant and the Boston & Maine, 
acting on behalf of the defendants, 
the Rutland sent a tariff to the Bos- 
ton & Maine upon which had_ been 
typewritten instructions to add % 
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cent per bushel elevation charges and, 
despite protests, rates were assessed 
on this basis. Complainant sued for 
recovery of elevation charges. Held, 
That the carriers must adhere to the 
tariffs as filed and that the violation 
of a contract for a lower rate fur- 
nishes no grounds for redress under 
-_ ae to Regulate Commerce; July 
, p ° 










Fargo & Co (1958), 16 I C C Rep, 458. 
Defendant’s tariff provides that under 
certain circumstances two or more 
packages forwarded by one company, 
from the same point, on the same 
day, to one consignee, whether from 
one or more shippers, must be aggre- 
gated as to weights if a lower charge 
is thereby made, Upon complaint 
that this rule was not applied to cer- 
tain shipments to which it should 
have been applied; Held, That the 
rule should have been applied to those 
shipments, and that charges collected 
thereon in excess of what would have 
been the charges if the rule had been 
applied were in excess of the lawful 
tariff charges and should be refund- 
ed; July 3, p 12. 

Carlin’s Sons, Thomas, Co vs Baltimore 
& Ohio et al (1941), 16 I C C Rep, 
477. On October 20, 1906, complain- 
ant shipped carload of machinery 
from Allegheny, Pa., to Victoria Mines, 
Ont. The through rate charged was 
48 cents. At the same time, via the 
same initial carrier, a combination 
rate of 40 cents was in effect. Effect- 
ive October 28, 1907, this rate super- 
seded 48-cent rate. Defendants con- 
ceded umnreasonableness of through 
rate charged. Held, That reparation 
should be awarded; July 3, p 17. 


Carstens Packing Co vs Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St Paul et al (1724), 16 
I C C Rep, 469. Complainant, on 
June 26, 1906, shipped three carloads 
of property termed “second-hand 
tanner’s outfit” from Milwaukee, 
Wis.. to Tacoma, Wash. Shipment 
consisted of iron wringer, wooden 
paddle wheels, wooden tanks, tub, 
brusher and_ beaters, iron brush 
wheel, emery wheel, stocker wheel, 
drum and _  cog-wheels. Shipment 
weighed 47,500 pounds. Agent of ini- 
tial line billed it as cooperage, rate 
$1.35, minimum 16,000 pounds; in- 
spector at destination changed this 
to machinery, rate $1.40, minimum 
24,000 pounds. Complainant contend- 
ed that charge was not in accordance 
with tariff and that machinery rate 
and minimum was_ unreasonable. 
Held, That neither rate was properly 
applicable; that provision had not 
been made for shipments of this char- 
acter, but that a rate of $1.35 with 
a minimum of 16,000 pounds would 
be reasonable. Reparation awarded, 
but no order entered as to future 
rate, it being left to carriers to ad- 
just their tariffs in consonance with 
these views; July 3, p 18. 


Carstens Packing Co vs Southern Pa- 
cific Co (1818), 17 I C C Rep, 6. Com- 
plainant asked reparation on_  ship- 
ments of sheep from California points 
to Tacoma, Wash., on the ground 
that single-deck cars were furnished 
and double-deck ordered. It appeared 
from the record that defendant’s 
rates were based upon single-deck 
ears; that it had no double-deck 
equipment of its own and that the 
tariff rates and rates complained of 
had been in force for several years. 
Held, That upon all the facts of the 
case, the complainant was not entitled 
to reparation; complaint dismissed; 
July 17, p 130. 


Carstens Packing Co vs Oregon Rail- 
road & Navigation Co et al (1977), 
17 IC C Rep, 125. Owing to wash- 
outs, changes were made in route of 
10 carloads of cattle from Baker Citv, 
Ore., to Tacoma, Wash., resulting in 
the imposition of additional freight 
charges of $93. Complainant seeks 
recovery of this and of certain sums 
paid for feeding charges, which were 
alleged to be excessive. An amend- 
ment to the complaint, which called 
for reparation because of shrinkage 
in weight of cattle, was disallowed 
as not being cognizable by the Com- 
mission. Held, That reparation 
should be awarded for additional 
freight charges paid because of the 
diversion of the traffic, but that the 
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feeding charges were not excessive; 

July 31, p 183. 

Cedar Hill Coal & Coke Co vs Colorado 
& Southern et al (1669), 16 I C C 
Rep, 560. Complainant shipped two 
carloads of coal from Rugby, Colo., to 
Iuka, Kan.. consigned to its order, 
but on arrival.at Iuka these ship- 
ments were refused by consignee and, 
after being held 30 days, were re- 
shipped, by order of complainant, 
back to Preston, Kan., for which lat- 
ter transportation the local rate was 
charged. Complainant challenged 
reasonableness of latter charge and 
contended that Commission should 
prescribe a rate based upon % cent 
per ton per mile, minimum $5 per 
car, to cover reconsignments involv- 
ing back haul; defendants maintained 
that carriage from Iuka to Preston 
was a separate, intrastate haul and 
beyond the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mission. Without expressing an opin- 
ion as to the nature of this latter 
haul, it was Held, That there was no 
warrant for the application of charges 
upon any other basis than as made 
up of the combination of local rates 
from Rugby to Iuka and Iuka to 
— complaint dismissed; July 10, 
p 80. 

Central Commercial Co vs Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al (2818), 17 
I C C Rep, 166. Complaint involves 
38-cent rate charged upon a shipment 
of liquid asphaltum from Caney, Kan., 
to Minneapolis, Minn., June 2, 1908. 
At the time shipment moved the rate 
in effect from Coffeyville, Chanute, 
Erie and other points in the immedi- 
ate vicinity of Caney was 19% cents, 
which rate defendants admit would 
have been a reasonable one from 
Caney. Held, That rate from Caney 
to Minneapolis should not exceed 19% 
—: reparation awarded; Dec 4, p 

Coast Carriage Co vs Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe et al (2153); same vs 
Southern Pacific et al (2092); dis- 
missed; see Montague & Co vs A, T 
& S F et al (1934), post. 

Commercial Club of Hattiesburg, Miss., 
vs Alabama Great Southern et al 
(1316), 16 I C C Rep, 534. This com- 
plaint attacks as unreasonable and 
unjustly discriminatory the general 
adjustment of rates to and from Hat- 
tiesburg, Miss., as compared with 
rates to and from New Orleans, La., 
Mobile, Ala., Gulfport, Natchez, Vicks- 
burg, Jackson and Meridian, Miss. It 
appears that defendants find no diffi- 
culty in defending the grouping of 
Vicksburg, Natchez, New Orleans, 
Gulfport and Mobile on the ground 
that the conditions at these places 
are similar and dissimilar to those 
at neighboring and_ intermediate 
points. To the west of Vicksburg 
lies the Shreveport-Alexandria-Mon- 
roe group, the dissolution of which 
the Commission in Monroe Progress- 
ive League vs St L, IM & §S et al 
(1388), 15 I C C Rep, 534, declined to 
order. Just east in Alabama are 
other groups, established, maintained 
and defended upon the same ground. 
Jackson and Meridian are also 
grouped, and that grouping is main- 
tained and defended by the same rea- 
sons and arguments. It seems that 
Hattiesburg might, if the carriers so 
chose, be added to this group and the 
action in so doing be as logically de- 
fended as the justice of the Jackson- 
Meridian group is maintained. Held, 
That the Commission cannot, as a 
matter of law, order the grouping of 
Hattiesburg with Jackson and Meri- 
dian: that the Commission is unable 
to find discrimination that is unjust 
and, therefore, that can be removed 
by any lawful, enforceable order; 
complaint dismissed without preju- 
dice; July 10, p. 59. 

Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia 
vs Pennsylvania et al (1892). See 
Brey vs same, ante. 

Contact Process Co vs New York, Chi- 
cago & St Louis et al (1720), 17 I C 
C Rep, 184. Upon a tank car of sul- 
phuric acid shipped on February 20, 
1908, from Buffalo, N. Y.. to Tulsa, 
Okla., a rate of 85 cents—based on a 
local of 20 cents from Buffalo to East 
St. Louis, Ill., and a joint through 
rate of 65 cents from East St. Louis 
to Tulsa—was charged. At the same 
time, the local rate over the same 
route from East St. Louis to Kansas 


City of 10 cents and a local thence to 
Tulsa of 20 cents, making a combina- 
tion rate from East St. Louis to 
Tulsa of 30 cents, a combination 
of three locals from Buffalo of 
50 cents. Rule 5-C of Tariff Circular 
17-A provides that in the absence of 
a published specific through rate be- 
tween two points, the tariff indicat- 
ing no specific way of making up a 
through rate, the lowest combination 
of local rates over the route of the 
movement is the lawful through 
charge. On the record in this case, 
it is therefore Held, That the com- 
bination of the three local rates be- 
tween the points in question was the 
lawful rate to be collected and not 
the sum of the two local rates, which 
made higher; reparation awarded; 
Dec 11, p 597. 

Connolly-Fanning Co et al vs Pennsyl- 
vania et al (1914), 17 I C C Rep, 283. 
Complainants in this case attack the 
rates on barrel or Malaga grapes from 
the Atlantic seaboard cities to Pitts- 
burg, Pa. The rates complained of 
are as follows: 

To Pittsburg from— C.L. L.C.L. 
New York (including free 
freightage at New York 


MIE oicetscineesoeeswes $ .389 $ .45 
Philadelphia .......... a aa 
Baltimore ..... Gubereuwnes 1 86637 
WAT co iccccccceees 


ok oat 
Complainants ask that the follow- 
ing be substituted therefor: 


To Pittsburg from— C.3.; TMS Es. 
a se $ .21 $ .30 
PRUAGSIPHIA § ...ccccccccces 19 .28 
eee kG 8 66at 
WASTIIBIOT oo cicccccweces 18 .27 


These proposed rates are the same as 
those applicable on fresh vegetables, 
but it appears that grapes are classi- 
fied, not with fresh vegetables, but 
with cherries, plums and apricots. 
No complaint is made as to the rate 
on domestic grapes, but the lower 
rates on imported grapes as aforesaid 
are asked. Held, Upon the facts ap- 
pearing in this case, that present 
rates are not excessive or unreasona- 
= complaint dismissed; Dec 18, p 
Crane Brothers vs Cincinnati, Hamil- 
ton & Dayton et al (2084), 16 IC C 
Rep, 571. Complainant, in June, 1907, 
shipped three carloads of manure via 
defendants’ lines from Chicago, IIl., 
to Toledo, O.; sixth-class rates of 10 
cents were assessed. At the same 
time the rate via another line was 
$1 per net ton and, effective March 
16, 1908, this rate was made applica- 
ble via the route used. Held, That 
rate should not have exceeded $1 per 
a reparation awarded; July 10, p 


Crosby & Mevers vs Goodrich Transit 
Co et al (2588), 17 I C C Rep, 175. 
June 12, 1906, complainants forwarded 
from Kewaunee, Wis., to themselves, 
care of Merchants’ Ice & Cold Storage 
Co, Louisville, Ky., a shipment of 
cheese weighing 25,440 pounds. 
Through an error of the agent of 
one of the defendants, shipments for 
other consignees were loaded in the 
same car and, instead of complain- 
ant’s shipment being delivered to the 
warehouse of the cold storage com- 
pany as had been arranged, the en- 
tire carload was unloaded at freight 
house of defendants at Louisville. It 
appeared that the refusal of the car- 
rier’s agent to deliver at warehouse 
arose from a misunderstanding, on 
said agent’s part, of the carrier’s tar- 
iffs. Complainants had _ shipment 
draved from freight house to ware- 
house and this proceeding seeks the 
recovery of the cost of said drayage. 
Held, That consignees should have in- 
sisted upon the proper deliverv pro- 
vided for in the carrier’s tariff, and 
that the Commission is without au- 
thority to order or sanction a refund 
in this case; complaint dismissed; 
Dee 4, p 568. 

Custodis. Alphons, Chimney Construc- 
tion Co vs Southern et al (1926), 16 
I Cc C Rep. 584. Between March 28 
and July 16, 1906, complainant made 
several shipments of stack chimney 
brick from Birmingham, Ala., to 
Washington, D. C., paying on two 
shipments a rate of 29 cents and on 
the others 20 cents. For the purpose 
of obtaining reparation only, com- 
plainant assails as unreasonable these 

rates, alleging that 18 cents was a 





SE rs 
eS : 


St 


See eae 


a 















Decisions—Cust°%dies 


reasonable rate because the first- 
named defendant, in a letter dated 
February 17, 1906, had quoted such 
a rate, but stated that they would 
have to be advised in advance when 
shipments would commence. Ten days 
later this letter was acknowledged, 
the complainant stating that one 
shipment had already gone forward. 
Effective April 29, 1906, the 18-cent 
rate was put into effect. This rate 
was canceled May 31, 1907, leaving a 
rate of 20 cents in effect. On 12 cars 
moving subsequent to April 29, 1906, 
$1,348.16 was charged, whereas, under 
the 18-cent rate, the proper charge 
was $1,135.90. Held, That the appli- 
eation of the 20-cent rate prior to 
April 29 was not unreasonable; that 
reparation should be awarded on ship- 
ments moving subsequent to that date 
upon which higher rates were 
charged; that the 29-cent rate was 
also unreasonable and_ reparation 
awarded; July 17, p 124. 

Custodis, Alphons, Chimney Construc- 
tion Co vs Vandalia et al (1951), 16 
I C C Rep, 600. Complainant made 
certain shipments of stack chimney 
brick from Brazil, Ind., to Minnesota 
Transfer, Minn., upon which it was 
assessed the joint through class rate 
of 23% cents. The combination of 
local commodity rates on Arthur, IIl., 
was 13 cents, and this rate was sub- 
sequently made the joint through rate 
between the two § first-mentioned 
points. Held, That reparation should 
be awarded on that basis; no order 
"made as to future rates; July 17, 
p 125. 

Darbyshire & Evans vs El Paso & 
Southwestern (1981); same vs same 
(2090), 16 I C C Rep, 435. The dis- 
tance between Deming, N. M., and 
Bisbee, Ariz., is 187 miles; between 
El Paso, Tex., and Douglas, Ariz., 217 
miles, and between El Paso and Bis- 
bee, 247 miles. Complainant assailed 
reasonableness of defendant’s rate of 
$6 per net ton on alfalfa hay from 
Deming to Bisbee and from El Paso 
to Douglas and Bisbee. Held, That 
rate from Deming to Bisbee should 
not exceed $3.80 per net ton; from 
El Paso to Douglas and Bisbee, $4.50 
per net ton; July 3, p 29. 

Davenport Pearl Button Co vs Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy et al (2517), 17 
IC C Rep, 193. Complainant alleged 
that prior and subsequent to August, 
1906, the month in which the ship- 
ment upon which complaint was made 
was made, the rate on mussel shells 
between Terre Haute, rnd., and Dav- 
enport, Ia., was 15 cents. It appeared 
that, effective December 4, 1906, the 15- 
cent rate was made effective via the 
Rock Island and December 15, 1906, 
via the Burlington. Defendants in 
their answers admitted the unreason- 
ableness of the 17-cent rate. Held, 
That rate from Terre Haute to Dav- 
enport should not exceed 15 cents; 
reparation awarded; Dec. 18, p 637. 


Davies, Edward G., vs Illinois Central 
(2862), 17 I C C Rep, 186. Complain- 
ant in this case claimed that under 
the ruling of the Commission in 
Wholesale Fruit & Produce Assn vs 
A, T & S Feet al, 14 I C C Rep, 410, 
in which the carriers were ordered 


to unload consolidated carloads of’ 


package fruits and vegetables at Chi- 
eago, Ill., and assort such packages 
on their respective freight platforms 
or depots upon the request or with 
the consent of the consignee—a charge 
of 1 cent per 100 pounds to be made 
for said service—it was the duty of 
the defendant to make delivery of 
said consolidated shipments to the 
various owners. Held, That conten- 
tion is not sustained: complaint dis- 
missed; Dec 11, p 596. 


Dean & Humphrey Co vs Southern Fa- 
cific et al (2185); dismissed; see 
Montague & Co vs A, T & S F et al 
(1934), post. 


Delray Salt Co vs Chicago, St Paul, 
Minneapolis & Omaha et al (1797), 
16 I @ C Rep, 507. The complaint 
was against the cancelation of 
through routes and joint rates on 
salt from Washburn, Wis., to points 
westward on defendants’ lines via 
Minnesota Transfer, Minn., and the 
increase caused by the application of 
the separately established rates. It 
appeared that complainant, in No- 
vember, 1907, acquired property at 
Washburn and the next spring con- 
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structed wharves there for the dis- 
tribution of salt, receiving its first 
cargo in May, 1908. Joint tariff I C 
C No 3044, effective February 14, 
1907, established joint through rates 
on cement from Mankato, Minn., on 
the Minneapolis, St Paul & Sault Ste 
Marie, the ‘‘Soo’”’ line, to practically 
all stations west of Glenwood, Minn., 
on the Chicago, St Paul, Minneapolis 
& Omaha; supplement 1 to this tar- 
iff, effective July 7, 1907, applied 
Mankato rates to shipments from 
Washburn, and certain other points 
including Duluth, Minn., via Minne- 
sota Transfer, and further provided 
that cement rates should apply on 
salt; supplement 7 to said tariff, ef- 
fective November 22, 1908, suspended 
prior supplements and made Mankato 
rates apply only from Duluth, Su- 
perior and Itasca, thereby eliminating 
Washburn and Ashland and Bayfield, 
Wis., but leaving the same rates in 
force from the other points. Joint tar- 
iff I C C No. 3296, effective May 10, 
1908, established rates on salt from 
Washburn to points in Minnesota and 
the Dakotas, including fifteen points 
east of Glenwood, and then named 
the same stations and rates, Glen- 
wood and west, as were in supple- 
ment 1 to I C C No. 3044, the rate 
to Glenwood being 12.8 cents; effect- 
ive September 17, 1908, this tariff 
was canceled, leaving no through 
rates in effect. The combination 
rate to Glenwood at the time com- 
plaint was heard was 13.9 cents. 
Held, That there is a reasonable 
through route in existence, but that 
the increase in rates was unjust and 
discriminatory; July 10, p 66. 


Dunean, W. S., & Co et al vs Nash- 


ville, Chattanooga & St Louis et al 
(1698), 16 I C C Rep, 590. The com- 
plainants in this case are a large 
number of commercial houses located 
at Atlanta and other Georgia cities; 
they allege that the defendants have 
granted Nashville, Tenn., through the 
adjustment of rates, rules and regu- 
lations, undue preference and ad- 
vantage in the handling of grain, 
grain products and hay from Ohio 
and Mississippi river crossings and 
beyond to southeastern destinations 
and thereby unjustly discriminate 
against the complainants and others 
similarly situated. The practices 
complained of are: (1) The payment 
of elevation allowances at Nashville; 
(2) The application of an any-quan- 
tity rate on grain and grain products 
from Ohio and Mississippi river 
crossings and Nashville, and points 
related thereto, to southeastern des- 
tinations; 3) What is known as the 
rebilling or reshipping privilege at 
Nashville, and _ incidents’ thereto. 
Held, (1) That the payment of the 
elevation allowances constitutes an 
unlawful discrimination and should 
be discontinued; (2) That where car- 
riers have in effect a uniform rate 
per 100 pounds for any quantity, 
which rate applies uniformly to all 
shippers, a different rate applied to 
earloads from that applied to less 
than carloads will not be ordered, 
especially when such differential will 
have the tendency to increase the 
less-than-carload rate and cut off 
consumers and small dealers from 
purchasing at distant markets at in 
less-than-carload rates: (3) That the 
circumstances and conditions prevail- 
ing at Nashville are not so dissimi- 
lar from those prevailing at other 
points in the southeast as to warrant 
a continuance of the reshipping or 
rebilling privilege at Nashville with- 
out undue discrimination, and fur- 
ther, that this privilege operates as 
a device by which traffic may move 
at less than the lawful rate; July 10, 
p. 43. Upon application of the Nash- 
ville, Tenn., Grain Exchange, effect- 
ive date of order extended from 
September 1. 1909, to Jantiary 1, 1910; 
Aug 7, p 201. 


Eastern Outfitting Co vs Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe et al (2028); same 
vs Southern Pacific et al (2035-36); 
dismissed; see Montague & Co vs A, 
T & S F et al (1934), post. 


Ellsworth Produce Co vs Union Pacific 


et al (2822), 17 I C C Rep, 182. A 
rule in the Western Classification 
provided that unless. each piece or 


bundle of L C L freight was plainly 
and indelibly marked so-as to show 
consignee, station, town or city and 
state, such freight would take a 
rate one class higher. Complainant 
shipped certain cases of eggs intend- 
ed for the Henningsen Produce Co, 
Butte, Mont., marked ‘tH. Prod. Co., 
Butte, Mont.” The delivering car- 
rier demanded that a rate one class 
higher than that on eggs be assessed, 
although it appeared that cases so 
marked were accepted by the de- 
fendants without protest and deliv- 
ery promptly made to consignee with- 
out delay, embarrassment or extra 
labor. Held, That under the circum- 
stances of this case, rule in question 
was sufficiently complied with; rep- 
aration awarded for excess charges 
collected; Dec 11, p 598. 


Federal Sugar Refining Co of Yonkers 


vs Baltimore & Ohio et al (1082), 17 
I C C Rep, 40. Defendants have pre- 
scribed limits in and about New York 
harbor within which they will, for 
the flat New York rate, perform the 
service of transporting traffic be- 
tween their rail terminals on the 
Jersey side of the Hudson and points 
in the harbor. At Yonkers, N. Y., 
some distance north of the free light- 
erage limits, complainant operates a 
sugar refinery, and to make ship- 
ments therefrom over defendants’ 
lines it must lighter the sugar from 
its refinery to points within the 
lighterage limits or forward it via the 

,New York Central to Sixtieth street, 
New York. By the latter route it 
can obtain the New York rate, but 
the route is said to be unsatisfactory 
by reason of delays in the New York 
Central’s city terminals. One of the 
defendants’ leased terminals in 
Brooklyn is owned and operated by 
the same partnership which operates 
a Sugar refinery in competition with 
complainant, the sugar from this re- 
finery passing through the terminal 
and the partnership receiving from 
defendants for lighterage thereof the 
same amount allowed for lighterage 
of other freight by the same terminal 
company. It is claimed by com- 
plainant that upon shipments de- 
livered by it to defendants’ Jersey 
rail terminals it should receive the 
same allowance that is made to com- 
panies lightering freight from points 
in New York harbor, or that the 
lighterage limits should be extended 
to include Yonkers. Held, By their 
lighterage regulations defendants 
have, in the only available manner, 
extended their lines to New York, 
but such extension results from the 
exercise of business discretion, not 
from compliance with any require- 
ment of the act to regulate com- 
merce, and by such extension defend- 
ants incur no liability, under the act, 
to extend their lines to Yonkers or 
other nearby communities; that the 
identity of ownership between the 
Jay street terminal in Brooklyn and 
the adjoining refinery in Brooklyn is 
a relationship which should be sub- 
jected to the closest scrutiny. The 
only inference which can be drawn 
from the present record is that the 
Jay street terminal does not earn in 
excess of a reasonable return upon 
the investment. The 15th section of 
the act clearly implies that a just 
and reasonable allowance may be 
made to the owner of property trans- 
ported, when such owner renders @ 
service connected with or furnishes 
an instrumentality used in the trans- 
portation, and nothing has been made 
to appear which indicates that the 
allowance in question exceeds the au- 
thorized measure of compensation. 
Complaint dismissed without preju- 
dice: July 17, p 99. 

Fort Dodge Commercial Club of Fort 
Dodge, Ia.. vs Illinois Central (2052); 
same vs Illinois Central et al (2182), 
16 I C C Rep, 572. No. 2052 assails 
rates on coal, hard and soft, and on 
coke, from Chicago and other [IIli- 
nois points to Fort Dodge, Ia., as 
being unjust both relatively and per 
se, particularly as compared with 
rates to Des Moines, Ia., and Albert 
Lea, Minn. At the hearing, however, 
the complaint narrowed down to the 
rates on West Virginia splint coal 
from Chicago. No. 2182, similar in eS- 
sence to 2052, attacks commodity rates 
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Foster Lumber Co vs Atchison, Tope- 


Friedman & Co vs Atchison, Topeka & 


Gaines, Wesley J., et al vs Seaboard 
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from Chicago to Fort Dodge; onall the 
commodities except peanuts, the rates 
to Des Moines are alleged to be 1 
cent and to Albert Lea % to 6% 
cents lower than to Fort Dodge; on 
peanuts the difference in favor of 
Des Moines is 2% cents. Via the 
short route, Fort Dodge is 368 miles 
from Chicago; Des Moines, 358 and 
Albert Lea, 382 miles; Fort Dodge is 
reached and served by 3 lines; Des 
Moines by 10, and Albert Lea by 5 
railroads. Held, That under the cir- 
cumstances disclosed by the record 
in these cases the rates complained 
of from Chicago, Ill., and other points 
to Fort Dodge are not unjust and un- 
reasonable relatively as compared 
with the rates from the same points 
of origin to Des Moines and Albert 
Lea; neither is Fort Dodge unjustly 
discriminated against by reason of 
the rate adjustment in question; July 
10, p 54. 


ka & Santa#Fe et al (1979), 17 IC C 
Rep, 292. Fostoria, Tex., is a local 
point on the line of the Gulf, Colora- 
do & Santa Fe. Compainant seeks 
recovery of reparation on 10 car- 
loads of lumber shipped during 1907 
and 1908 to Gary, Ind., because of 
alleged misrouting. The rate from 
Fostoria was 26 cents via the Santa 
Fe system and the Chicago, Lake 
Shore & Eastern. During the time 
of these shipments there were no 
physical connections between the lat- 
ter line and the Michigan Central at 
Gary, the nearest point of physical 
connection being Hammond, Ind. The 
rate from Fostoria to Gary, via Ham- 
mond was 32 cents. Three shipments 
were routed via the first two roads 
to Gary ‘‘care of Michigan Central.’’ 
When these arrived at Gary, it was 
necessary to haul them back to Ham- 
mond to effect delivery specified. 
For the additional charges so accru- 
ing, the Commission holds that no 
reparation should be allowed. Poor 
Grain Covs Cc, B & Qetal (12I1C 
C Rep, 469). Five shipments, orig- 
inally routed in a similar manner, 
had their routing instructions 
changed so as to be susceptible to 
earriage via Hammond. On these, 
reparation is awarded for all charges 
collected over 32 cents. Tariff-Circu- 
lar, 17-A. The last two shipments 
earried no routing instructions and 
on these it was held that the low- 
est rate applicable between the two 
points, viz.. 26 cents, should have 
been applied. Hennepin Paper Co vs 
Nor Pac (12 I C C Rep, 535); Dec 
25, p 665. 


Santa Fe et al (1965: 2141); dis- 
missed; see Montague & Co vs A, T 
& S F et al (1934), post. 


Air Line et al (1468), 16 I C C Rep, 
471. Certain bishops of the African 
Methodist Episcopal Church alleged 
that the day coaches furnished for 
colored passengers in the southeastern 
states are not equal to those provided 
for white people; that negroes are 
denied sleeping car accommodations, 
and are refused food in the dining 
ears solely on account of their race 
and color. The complaint with re- 
spect to the day coaches was aban- 
doned, in view of the great weight 
of the evidence to the contrary, and 
with respect to eating accommoda- 
tions was materially modified by con- 
cession; most of the complainants and 
their witnesses testified that they do 
ride upon the sleeping cars; Held, 
That undue discrimination or preju- 
dice has not been shown and that 
the complaint should be dismissed; 
July 3, p 10. 


Germain Co vs New OrleanGs & North- 


eastern et al (1945), 17 I C C Rep, 22. 
The complainant, with office at Pitts- 
burg, Pa., delivered a car of lumber 
to the first-named defendant at Ellis- 
ville, Miss., for transportation to 
Greenville, Pa., delivery to be made 
there to the complainant on the 
tracks of the Bessemer & Lake Erie. 
The Erie railroad received the car 
at Cincinnati, O., and hauled it to 
Shenango,- Pa., there notifying the 
Bessemer & Lake Erie that it held 
the car subject to the latter’s orders. 
The agent of the latter, unable to 
locate complainant at Greenville, for- 








Grand Junction Mining & Fuel Co et al 


p 7. 
Greater Des Moines Committee, Inc, 


Jroup Originat- 
No. ing at— 


10 Inc. Cincinnati.47  391%6 34% 26 17 


Group Originat- Merchandise, Classes. 

No. ingat— B ce D E 

1 Inc. New York.18 15 138%111% 8% 

2 Inc. Syracuse..17 15 13%12 10 

3 Inc. Pittsburg..19 16 14% 11% 8% 
17 


9 Inc. Ft. Wayne.18% 15% 14 11 o" 
10 Ine. Cincinnati.20 18% 16% 13 10 


7 Inc. Gd. Rapids.19 16%14 10% 7% 
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mally declined to accept the car. It 
appeared, however, that the car had 
really been sold to the Bessemer & 
Lake Erie, but before the matter was 
finally straightened out, demurrage 
charges and transfer expenses—made 
by the Erie to stop the running of 
the per diem—had accrued. More- 
over, the complainant was required to 
pay local charges from Shenango to 
Greenville. There was no _ physical 
connection between the tracks of the 
Erie and the Bessemer & Lake 
Erie at Greenville, but all the car- 
riers participating in the movement 
were parties to a joint rate of 32 
cents from Ellisville to Greenville. 
Held, That a through rate regularly 
published between two points and 
available under the tariff over several 
different routes is not nullified as to 
one route by the failure of the par- 
ticipating carriers to agree—as ap- 
peared in this case—upon divisions 
over the route. Reparation awarded 
on account of rate overcharge and to 
cover demurrage and transfer be- 
cause of the refusal of the delivering 
line to receive a car from its con- 
nection; July 17, p 11. 


vs Colorado Midland et al (1755, 1780 
and 1783), 16 I C C Rep, 452. Com- 
plainants seek lower rates and joint 
through rates on coal from their 
mines in western Colorado to various 
points in western states, and com- 
parison is made with rates per ton- 
mile from other coal-producing points, 
the particular point selected being 
upon the Union Pacific system in 
Wyoming; Held, That operating con- 
ditions and differences in location do 
not warrant the Commission’s order- 
ing the joint through rates prayed 
for or further reducing the rates com- 
plained of and which have been ma- 
terially reduced by the carriers since 
these complaints were filed; July 3, 


vs Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
(1231); same vs’ Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific et al (1289), 17 I C 
C Rep, 54. Freight originating at 
points east of the Illinois-Indiana 
state line was carried to Des Moines, 
Jla., over the Rock Island on a com- 
bination of a joint proportional to the 
Mississippi river added to an indi- 
vidual proportional made by the Rock 
Island from the river to Des Moines. 
The Rock Island proportionals from 
the river to Des Moines on traffic 
originating in the ten groups into 
which territory east of the Illinois- 
Indiana state line has been divided 
were as follows: 
Merchandise, Classes. 
2 3 5 
Inc. New York.42 34 27 21% 15% 
Ine. Syracuse. .40 34 27 20% 15% 
Ine. Pittsburg..45% 35% 30 2216 15 
Ine. Dayton....47% 38% 31 24 15 
Ine. Saginaw...40 33% 26144 20 14% 
Inc. Detroit....42 36% 2916 23 17 
Inc. Gd. Rapids.42 36% 29% 21% 16% 
Inc. Logansp’t..45144 37% 32 24 16 
Inc. Ft. Wayne.42 33% 29% 22 16 


Inc. Dayton....19 15% 13 10 
Inc. Saginaw...17 14 12 8%, 5% 
Ine. Detroit....19 16% 15 11% 8% 


Ine. Logansp’t..19 17 15 


In case No. 1289, the combination 
through rates from New York and all 
points on the defendants’ lines east 
of the Illinois-Indiana state line to 
Des Moines were attacked as unjust, 
unreasonable, excessive and unlaw- 
ful, and the Commission was peti- 
tioned to establish just and reason- 
able joint through rates to Des 
Moines from aforesaid eastern points 
of origin. In case No. 1231, the rea- 
sonableness of the Rock Jsland pro- 
portionals was attacked. Held, That 
combination through rates complained 
of are excessive because the Rock 
Tsland proportionals are excessive and 
unlawful; that the Rock Island estab- 
lish the following proportional rates 
from Rock Island, Ill., to Des Moines, 


Group 


1 Inc. New York.37 30 
Inc. Syracuse..35 30 
3 Inc. Pittsburg..40 31 26 20 13 
4 Inc. Dayton....41% 33% 27 21 13 
Inc. Saginaw...35 29 23 171% 12% 
6 Inc. Detroit....37 32 26 20 15 
7 Inc. Gd. Rapids.37 32 26 19 14% 
8 Inc. Logansp’t..40 33 28 21 14 
9 Inc. Ft. Wayne.37 29 26 19 14 
10 Inc. Cincinnati.41 34% 30 23 14% 


COW Cle COD 


9 Inc. Ft. Wayne.16 13% 12 914 
0 Inc. Cincinnati.17% 16 





Havemeyer, W. A., 


Ia., applicable on traffic originating 
east of the Illinois-Indiana state line: 

Originat- Merchandise, Classes. 
ing at— 1 2 3 4 5 
23% 19 13% 
23% 18 13% 


Originat- 


-o 
i Merchandise, Classes. 
ing at 


A B Cc D E 





Inc. New York.16 13 12 10 7% 
Ine. Syracuse..15 ao) OB 10% 9 
Inc. Pittsburg..16% 14 12% 10 7% 
Inc. Dayton....164% 15 13%11% 9 
Inc. Saginaw...15 12 10% T% 4% 
Ine. Detroit....16% 14% 13 
Inc. Gd. Rapids.16% 14% 12 9 61% 
Ine. Logansp’t..16% 15 13 10 re 
7 


7% 


14% 1146 9 
Application for joint through rates 
denied; July 17, p 105. 

—See “Courts—Federal.”’ 


Greater Des Moines Committee, Ine, vs 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific (1285), 
17 I C C Rep, 57. The class rates 
from Chicago, Ill., to Des Moines, Ia., 
were, in cents per 100 pounds, as fol- 
lows: 

Class— 

1 3 3’ @ & A Bn © D E 
Rates— 

68 50 40 29 23144 28% 23% 19 15144 12% 
Complaint was made that these were 
unreasonable and that they gave un- 
due preference and advantage to Min- 
neapolis and St. Paul, Minn., as 
against Des Moines. Held, That 
first-class rate should be reduced 8 
cents, but that the rates as a whole 
are not unreasonable nor unduly 


preferential to the Twin Cities; July 
17, p 106. 


Great Western Oil Co vs Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe et al (2057), 16 1 C 
C Rep, 505. Between September 14, 
1906, and November 27, 1907, com- 
plainant made 51 shipments of empty 
oil barrels from various points in 
New Mexico, to wit: Selden, San 
Marcial, San Antonio, Albuquerque, 
Socorro, Mesquite, Mesilla Park, Rin- 
con and Lake Valley, to El Paso, 
Tex. Prior to October 26, 1907, com- 
plainant was charged fourth-class 
rates with a minimum of 100 pounds 
at second-class, minimum charge 25 
cents; subsequently it was charged 
one-half of fourth-class, minimum of 
100 pounds at third-class and mini- 
mum charge of 25 cents. Complainant 
alleged that these rates were unjust 
and unreasonable; that a reasonable 
rate would be one-half of fourth- 
class with a minimum charge of 25 
cents. It appeared that this rate was 
in effect into Albuquerque and Santa 
Fe, but not to El Paso. Held, That 
reparation should be awarded; that 
defendants should maintain classifica- 
tion and minimum charges on empty 
oil barrels from New Mexico points 
to El Paso, Tex., not higher than 
those in effect from same points to 
Albuquerque, N. M.; July 3, p 19. 


Guthrie, W. J., vs Chicago, Rock Island 


& Pacific et al (2060), 16 I C C Rep, 
425. Complaint attacking legality of 
rate assessed on shipment of house- 
hold goods from El Reno, Okla., to 
Cabin Creek, Ark., dismissed because 
of failure of complainant to appear 
at hearing; July 3, p 32. 


Hattiesburg. Miss., Commercial Club of, 


vs Alabama Great Southern et al 
(1316). See Commercial Club of Hat- 


tiesburg vs Alabama Great Southern 
et al, ante. 


Havemeyer, Herbert E., and Norris H. 


Mundy vs Union Pacific et al. See 
Havemeyer, W. A., & Co vs same, 
post. 


& Co vs Union 
Pacific et al (2336), 17 I C C Rep, 13. 
Complainants, during August and 
September, 1907, made certain ship- 
ments of sugar from Eaton, Colo., 
to Decatur, TIll., upon which the 
through class rate of 74144 cents was 
assessed. At the same time the rate 
via another route was 32% cents, and 
this subsequently was made applica- 
ble via the route which shipments 
moved. Held, That rate should not 
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have exceeded 32% cents and repara- 

tion awarded; July 17, p 126. 

Herbeck-Demer Co vs Baltimore & Ohio 
et al (1824), 17 I C C Rep, 88. The 
passenger fares of the defendants in- 
clude the free transportation of 150 
pounds of baggage. Complainant, a 
manufacturer of glassware, sends out 
drummers carrying sample trunks 
weighing about 1,250 pounds. De- 
fendants treat these as baggage, de- 
duct 150 pounds and make an excess 
charge for carrying the balance. Ap- 
parently on the theory that if all bag- 
gage were charged for, the charge now 
made on excess baggage would be re- 
duced, complainant set forth that it 
was illegal and discriminatory to ac- 
cord free transportation to any 
amount of baggage. Held, That the 
Act to Regulate Commerce does not 
forbid all discrimination, but only 
that which is undue. A discrimina- 
tion involved in the carrying of the 
personal baggage of a passenger with- 
out extra charge is not undue as 
against a passenger without bag- 
gage; case dismissed; July 17, p 120. 

Hewitt & Connor vs Chicago & North- 
western (2284), 16 I C C Rep, 431. In 
‘May, 1907, defendant transported for 
complainant, from Arlington, S. D., 
to Milwaukee, Wis., a car containing 
32,900 pounds of wheat and 29,220 
pounas of rye, the grains being sep- 
arated by bulkhead. Under the rules 
and rates then in effect, charges were 
assessed on the basis of 19 cents on 
54,000 pounds of wheat and 18 cents 
on the same amount of rye. Com- 
plainant alleges that this was unrea- 
sonable and avers that total charges 
should have been assessed on the 
basis of the actual weight at the 
rate applicable to each class of grain. 
The rules now provide that mixed 
earloads of grain and seed will take 
the highest carload rate and mini- 
mum weight applicable on the grain 
or seed contained in the car, pro- 
vided that all or all but one of the 
different kinds of grains or seeds are 
sacked or, in the case of coarse 
grains, bulkheads may be used. Held, 
That charges should have been as- 
sessed on actual weight of the ship- 
ment at 19 cents and _ reparation 
awarded; July 3, p 29. 


Heyneman, Milton & Co vs Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al (2142-44); 
dismissed; see Montague & Co vs A, 
T & S F et al (1934), post. 


Hill & Webb vs Missouri, Kansas & 
Texas et al (1812), 16 I C C Rep, 569. 
Complainant delivered, without rout- 
ing instructions, a car of corn for 
carriage from Tupelo, Okla., to For- 
rest City, Ark. No through route 
was in effect via the M, K & T, but 
initial carrier failed to send _ ship- 
ment via route taking lowest com- 
bination of locals. The lowest com- 
bination was 21% cents, although via 
another initial line there was a rate of 
17% cents in effect. Held, That repara- 
tion should be awarded down to the 
lowest combination via the _ initial 
carrier used, but that it is an entire- 
ly erroneous assumption that where 
there are two or more lines between 
two points a shipper may secure the 
application of the lowest rate by 
either of such lines, regardless of 
which one he uses; July 10, p 76. 

Hitchman Coal & Coke Co vs Baltimore 
& Ohio et al (1473), 16 I C C Rep, 
512. Coal mines in Ohio, West Vir- 
ginia and Pennsylvania are, for rate- 
making purposes, arranged in groups. 
The Ohio river has for a long time 
been the boundary line between cer- 
tain of these groups lying east and 
west thereof. Complainant’s mine is 
on the east bank of the river. The 
rates charged it are higher to points 
west of the Ohio river than from the 
mines on the west bank and are 
lower to points east than from the 
aforesaid mines on the west bank. 
Complainant alleges that this ar- 
rangement is unreasonable and un- 
just to it and asks to be included in 
the group with the mines on the 
west side of the river. Held, That 
the conditions are not the same on 
both sides of the river and that no 
showing has been made which would 
warrant the compulsory change in 
the grouping as prayed for; complaint 
dismissed; July 10, p 50. 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Hood, H. P., & Sons vs Delaware & 


Hudson Co (1053), 17 I C C Rep, 15. 
Complaint alleged unjust discrimina- 
tion, unreasonable rates and inade- 
quate service in the transportation 
of milk from Poultney, Vt., and in- 
termediate stations to Eagle Bridge, 
N. Y., destined to Boston, Mass. 
After partial hearing, an agreement 
covering all points in controversy 
was filed and a _ tariff was issued 
based thereon. Upon disagreement 
of parties as to the interpretation of 
the tariff it was Held, That the Com- 
mission has no authority to approve 
or enforce an agreement between 
carrier and shipper, nor will it un- 
dertake to construe such an agree- 
ment nor to say that a tariff shall 
be issued in compliance therewith; 
that defendants maintain a rate of 
$16 per car of 250 cans or less, ex- 
cess over 250 cans to be charged for 
at 6% cents per can for the trans- 
portation of milk from Cambridge, 
Granville, Middle Granville, N. Y., 
Poultney, Rupert, Vt., Salem, Sushan, 
N. Y., and West Pawlett, N. Y., to 
Eagle Bridge, N. Y., when destined 
to Boston, Mass. That defendants 
shall maintain a rate of not more 
than 10 cents per can of 40 quarts 
for the transportation of milk in less 
than carload lots from Poultney and 
intermediate stations to Eagle 
oe aaa destined to Boston; July 
, p 


Humbird Lumber Co, Ltd, vs Northern 


Pacific et al (1581), 16 I C C Rep, 
449. During April, June and July, 
1907, complainant made certain ship- 
ments of cedar posts} and lumber from 
poimts in Idaho to points in Wy- 
oming. Joint through rates were 
charged which weve in excess of the 
combination of locals; it also ap- 
peared that the rates assessed were 
in excess of those prescribed by the 
Commission in another case involv- 
ing the lumber rates in that terri- 
tory, to wit, Potlatch Lumber Co vs 
Nor Pac et al (1348). Held, That 
rates should not have exceeded those 
prescribed by the Commission in the 
aforesaid order and reparation 
awarded; July 3, p 26. 


Hutcheson, C. L., & Co vs Central of 


Georgia (1961), 16 I C C Rep, 523. The 
first shipments of canned peaches 
from Martindale, Ga. a new point 
of production, moved under class 
rates. The carrier thereafter| estab- 
lished commodity rates from that 
point which were adjusted with re- 
lation to other points similarly situ- 
ated and were designed to provide 
for future shipments. This new ad- 
justment gave Martindale an 18-cent 
ecarload and a 24-cent less-than-car- 
load rate to Chattanooga, / Tenn. 
Complainant attacked reasonableness 
of rates charged. Held, That com- 
plainant is entitled to reparation of 
difference between class rates ‘and 
commodity rates subsequently estab- 
lished; July 10, p 72. 


In Re Milling-in-Transit Rates (933), 


17 IC C Rep, 113. Upon petition for 
the rescinding of the ruling holding 
that grain can move only as a 
through movement on the through 
rate in effect at the time it starts, 
or as a local movement; Held, That 
the Commission adheres to its former 
ruling in a proceeding entitled In the 
Matter of Through Routes’ and 
Through Rates, 12 I C C Rep, 163, 
that whenever by any transit ar- 
rangement through rates are applied, 
such through rates must be as of 
the date of the first movement of 
the shipment from the point of origin 
— such through rates; July 17, 
p 104. 


Interstate Remedy Co vs American Ex- 


press Co (2018), 16 IAC C Rep, 436. 
Frior to May 20, 1908, defendant’s 
tariffs provided certain charges for 
the return shipment of C O D pack- 
ages of medicine; effective May 20, 
1908, these tariff provisions were can- 
celed and provision made for the as- 
sessment of regular merchandise 
rates on such traffic; Held, (1) That 
as to shipments moving prior to May 
20, 1908, and returning subsequent 
thereto, the tariff provisions in ef- 
fect prior to that date govern the as- 
sessment of charges; (2) That the 
date of original shipment determines 
the rights, privileges and obligations 
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attaching to that shipment through- 
out its transportation; July 3, p 4. 


In the Matter of Regulations Governing 


Sale of Commutation Tickets to 
School Children (2362), 17 I C C Rep, 
144. Upon application of certain New 
York and Philadelphia schools for a 
modification of the Commission’s ad- 
ministrative ruling declaring unlaw- 
ful the sale of commutation tickets 
limited to a certain class, Held, That 
section 2 of the Act to Regulate Com- 
merce precludes the allowance of 
commutation rates to school children 
unless the same rates are open to all 
children within the age limit; former 
ruling reaffirmed; July 31, p 185. 


iowa Soap Co vs Chicago, Burlington 


& Quincy et al (1917), 16 I C C Rep, 
44. Rule 11 of the Western Classifica- 
tion provides that packages contain- 
ing articles of more than one class 
will be charged for at the less-than- 
carload tariff rate for the highest 
article classed therein; Rule 111 of 
Western Trunk Line Circular I CG 
No. A-18 provides that articles in 
packages containing premiums, in 
cases, will be charged for at 110 per 
cent of the rates provided for the 
same articles packed in the same 
manner without premiums. Com- 
plainant manufactures a brand of 
laundry soap, designated as ‘Pin 
Yon.”’ On each bar, while still soft 
and before wrapping, is impressed a 
common safety pin. Soap in less- 
than-carload lots is rated fourth class 
in Western Classification; safety pins, 
first. In a number of instances it ap- 
peared that complainant had been 
assessed first-class rates on its ship- 
ments of the aforesaid Pin Yon soap 
and in a number of others 110 per 
cent of fourth-class rates. Complain- 
ant contended that this was unjust; 
that the safety pin was not a 
premium, but a trade-mark. Held, 
That defendants should not assess 
rates in excess of fourth class on 
less-than-carload shipments of Pin 
Yon soap in Western Classification 
territory; July 3, p 3. 


James & Abbot Co vs Boston & Maine 


et al (2501), 17 I C C Rep, 273. Com- 
plaint is here made of a rate of 12c 
on brick from Mystic Wharf, Boston, 
Mass., to Lewiston, Me., a distance 
of 139 miles. It further appeared that 
at the time the shipments moved the 
minimum weight in effect was 24,000 
pounds, while it is alleged that 
charges were assessed in the present 
ease on a basis of 30,000 pounds 
minimum. The rate charged was the 
regular sixth-class rate between said 
points, and it appeared that there 
was no large volume of brick traffic 
between these stations. Held, That 
the rate is not unreasonable, but 
that reparation should be awarded 
because of the misapplication of the 
earload minimum; Dec 18, p 636. 


Jenks, Robert H., Lumber Co vs South- 


ern et al, and 184 other cases (689 
and 707, Sub No, 52), 17 I C C Rep, 
58. Compromise agreement for set- 
tlement of claims arising under de- 
cisions in Tift and Central Yellow 
Pine association lumber cases ap- 
proved; July 17, p 132. 


Jobbins, Wm. F., inc, vs Chicago & 


Northwestern et al (2705), 17 I C C 
Rep, 297. Complainant, desiring to 
ship 59,709 pounds of persulphate of 
iron from Aurora, Ill., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., requested the initial car- 
rier to furnish a 60,000 pound car. 
Carrier was unable to do so at the 
time, but furnished two 40,000 pounds 
instead. Into one of these, com- 
plainant loaded 44,013 and the bal- 
ance of the shipment in the second. 
Complainant prepaid the same at 
60,000 pounds, but upon arrival at 
destination, delivering line treated the 
first car as a full carload and de- 
manded additional payment upon the 
contents of the second as an excess 
carload. Payment was made under 
protest. Held, That tariffs of defend- 
ants were unreasonable in that they 
did not provide that when carriers 
were unable to furnish car of larger 
dimensions ordered by the shippers, 
they might furnish two_ smaller 
ears to be used on the basis of the 
mimimum fixed for the larger car. 
Reparation awarded: Dec 25, p 663. 


Kaye & Carter Lumber Co vs Minne- 


sota & International et al (2179-2180), 
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Lachman Brothers vs Atchison, Topeka 


Lautz Brothers & Co, Inc, vs Lehigh Val- 


Lindsay Bros vs Grand Rapids & Indi- 


Link-Belt Co vs Chicago & Northwest- 


17 I C C Rep, 209. Defendants’ tar- 
iffs on lumber from Hines, Minn., 
to Benton, Neb., and Windsor, Mo., 
quoted rates with a minimum of 24,- 
000 pounds on cars over 30 feet and 
under 34 and 30,000 pounds for those 
over 34 feet in length. Complainant, 
having shipments weighing 27,380 and 
24,900 pounds, ordered 33-foot cars. 
Initial carrier, for its own conven- 
ience, furnished larger cars and as- 
sessed charges on the basis of the 
30,000 pounds minimum. Held, That 
the tariff publication of minimum 
weight and carload rate applicable 
to a car of a stated size constituted 
a definite offer to the shipping public 
to move the commodity upon those 
terms and, when a shipper has or- 
dered a car of that capacity, the 
Commission will not sanction the 
imposition of additional charges on a 
shipment that could have been loaued 
into such a car when the carrier, for 
its own convenience, furnishes a 
ear of greater capacity. Reparation 
awarded; Dec 25, p 662. 


& Santa Fe et al (2259), 17 IC C 
Rep, 223. Dismissed; see Pease 
Brothers Furniture Co vs San Pedro, 
— Angeles & Salt Lake et al (2430), 
post. 


ley et al (2160). 17 IC C Rep, 167. Class 
rates from Buffalo, N. Y., to certain 
points on the line of the Delaware & 
Hudson north of Whitehall, N. Y., 
were increased for.the purpose of re- 
moving a discrimination which exist- 
ed in favor of Buffalo. Complainant, 
a corporation manufacturing common 
soap and washing powder at Buffalo, 
aueges that said increase was un- 
reasonable, but does not charge their 
unjustness per se. These rates are 
blanketed over a considerable terri- 
tory of origin and again over a con- 
siderable territory of distribution. 
Prior to the advance complained of 
the rates from Boston and New York 
to the points in question were prac- 
tically the same as from Buffalo, al- 
though the distance from New York 
to Whitehall is about 221 miles, Bos- 
ton to Whitehall 280 and Buffalo to 
Whitehall 420 miles. The advances 
complained of ranged from 2 to 2% 
cents per 100 pounds. Held, That 
disruption of present grouping would 
be unwarranted; complaint dismissed; 
Dec 4, p 569. 


ana et al (1715), 16 I C C Rep, 441. 
May 31, 1907, complainant shipped 
one boiler (under 10 feet in length) 
and parts from Kalamazoo, Mich., to 
Blue Mounds, Wis.; April 4, 1908, cne 
boiler (under 10 feet in length) and 
parts from same point of origin to 
Mount Horeb, Wis. In each case the 
joint through class rate of 65 cents 
was charged. At the same time, the 
combination rate upon either Chicago, 
Tll., or Milwaukee, Wis., was 52% 
cents. Held, That rate should not 
have exceeded this figure and repara- 
tion awarded; July 3, p 27. 


ern et al (2096), 16 I C C Rep, 566. 
Complainant caused to he_ shipped 
from Chicago, Ill., to Oroville, Cal., on 
September 2, 1907, four cars loaded 
with parts of a dredging machine; 
said parts consisting of an iron spud 
and a steel ladder frame. Consignor 
billed it as structural steel, rate 75 
cents: it was reclassified while in 
transit as ‘‘machinery’’ rate $1.53, 
and charges so assessed. It appears 
that under the tariffs in force, no 
provision was incorporated by which 
said shipment was entitled to either 
the structural steel or iron and steel 
articles rate; moreover, that the 
dredging machine was not complete 
without the parts in question. Held, 
That machinery rate was properly 
applied; complaint dismissed; July 10, 


p ito. 
Mackay, Walter S.. & Co vs Atchison, 


Topeka & Santa Fe et al (2156, 2159); 
same vs Southern Pacific et al (2157- 
58); dismissed; see Montague & Co vs 
A, T&S F et al (1934), post. 


Males Co vs Lehigh & Hudson River 


et al (2361), 17 I C C Rep, 280. Com- 
plainant purchased a locomotive from 
the Lehigh Valley railroad under a 
contract of sale which provided that 
locomotive should be delivered by 








vendor at Easton, Pa., free of trans- 
portation charges. Delivery was made 
at Easton to the Lehigh & Hudson 
River railway, accompanied by a card 
bill showing consignment to Lake 
View, N. J., and specific routing. 
The rate charged is alleged to be un- 
reasonable and reparation claimed; 
Held, That the Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road company did not participate in 
any transportation charges on this 
shipment, and in tendering it to the 
Lehigh & Hudson at Easton the Le- 
high Valley acted as agent for the 
purchaser and not asa carrier. Ship- 
ment was therefore not misrouted by 
a carrier. The locomotive is in pos- 
session of complainant, but it appears 
that the transportation charges there- 
on have not been paid. From the 
facts presented rate charged not 
found to be unreasonable or unlaw- 
ful. But if it were found to be un- 
reasonable no order of reparation 
would be entered, because complain- 
ant has not paid the lawful charges 
on shipment; complaint dismissed; 
Dec 18, p 6385. 


Manahan, James, vs Northern Pacific 


et al (2064), 17 I C C Rep, 95. Com- 
plainant alleged that defendants’ 
charges of 90 cents per net ton on 
bituminous and $1.25 on anthracite 
coal from Duluth, Minn., and Su- 
perior, Wis., to St. Paul and Minne- 
apolis, Minn., were unjust and un- 
reasonable and that said rates un- 
duly discriminated against the users 
of anthracite coal. An examination 
of rates, however, showed that these 
charges compared favorably with 
rates in effect for equidistant hauls 
in other parts of the country and 
that contention of undue discrimina- 
tion against anthracite coal was not 
sustained, the rates generally being 
higher on this than on bituminous. 
Held, That rates are not unreason- 
ag complaint dismissed; July 17, 


p . 
Maris, H. B., vs Southern Pacific et al 


(2358-9): Heard and decided with 
White Bros vs A T & S F et al 
(2355), 17 I C C Rep, 288, q. v. 


Masurite Explosive Co vs Norfolk & 


Western et al (1925), 16 I C C Rep, 
530. In order to test the question as 
to whether the Commission in Masur- 
ite Explosive Co vs Pitts & L E, 13 
I C C Rep, 405, intended to establish 
joint through rates, complainant filed 
petition alleging that it would be 
compelled to pay the sum of the 
locals from Sharon, Pa., to Wilcoe, 
W. Va., but an examination of the 
tariffs in force showed that the joint 
through rate was already in effect; 
complaint dismissed; July 10, p 80. 


Memphis Freight Bureau vs Kansas 


City Southern et al (1924), 17 ICC 
Rep, 90. This case involved a ship- 
ment of a carload of peaches from 
Horatio, Ark., to Memphis, Tenn.; 
at the time the traffic moved there 
was no commbddity rate in effect and 
the third-class rate of 89 cents was 
assessed; in addition, $70.50 refrigera- 
tion charges. Subsequently, the first- 
named defendant joined with other 
carriers—one of the parties to this 
ease, however, not being represent- 
ed—in establishing a commodity rate 
of 39 cents and a refrigeration charge 
of 5 cents per crate of 4-basket car- 
riers. The 89-cent rate was duly 
published, but there was no tariff 
authority whatever for the refrigera- 
tion charges assessed. Held, Where 
a transportation service has been 
rendered for which no tariff authority 
exists and where the shipper has 
paid the sum claimed by the carrier 
for that service, the Commission has 
jurisdiction to inquire what was a 
reasonable charge for the service and 
to order the repayment of whatever 
the carrier has collected over and 
above such reasonable charge. Class 
rate and refrigeration charges as- 
sessed on shipment in question found 
unreasonable and reparation awarded; 
July 17, p 118. 


Merchants’ Cotton Press & Storage Co 


et al vs Illinois Central et al (1402), 
17 I C C Rep, 98. Complaint was 
made against the local rate of the 
principal defendant of 20 cents per 
bale on cotton from Memphis to 
South Memphis, Tenn.; the allowance 
to a warehouse company of 50 cents 
per bale for compression of cotton at 
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South Memphis, and the allowance to 
the warehouse company of 10 cents 
per bale for switching and transfer 
to the warehouses of consignees in 
its plant. The fact that 80 per cent 
of the stock of the warehouse com- 
pany to whom said allowances were 
made was held by brokers and deal- 
ers in cotton who had leased ware- 
houses from said company was also 
at issue and the point raised that 
the allowances for compression and 
switching were unlawful to the ex- 
tent that they exceeded the actual 
cost of the service in that they were 
in reality allowances to _ shippers 
through the medium of stock owner- 
ship in the warehouse company. 
Held, That complainants’ contention 
relative to the local 20-cent rate was 
waived upon argument; that the al- 
lowances were not shown to be ex- 
cessive; that they were made to cover 
the cost of service which the carri- 
ers may lawfully perform for them- 
selves or hire others to perform; and 
that the facts upon which the com- 
plainants base their contention do not 
establish the charge of unjust dis- 
crimination or disclose any other vio- 
lation of the Act; case dismissed; 
July 17, p 93. 


Metals Extraction & Refining Co vs 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St Faul. See 
American Trust & Savings Bank, etc, 
vs same, ante. 


Metropolitan Paving Brick Co et al vs 


Ann Arbor et al (1401); Ohio Face 
Brick Manufacturers’ Assn vs same 
(1528); National Faving Brick Manu- 
facturers’ Assn vs Baltimore & Ohio 
et al (1530); The Stowe-Fuller Co vs 
Pennsylvania Company et al (896), 17 
I C C Rep, 197. These cases involve 
the classification of fire, building and 
paving brick when transported from 
points in Central Freight association 
territory to points in Trunk Line ter- 
ritory. It appears that for many 
years the New York-Chicago base 
rate on fire brick had been 25 cents; 
on building and paving, 20 cents. 
Following the opinion in the Stowe- 
Fuller case, 12 I C C Rep, 215, the 
rate on all three kinds was made 
22 cents. Held, That there is no 
transportation reason for making dif- 
ferent rates on the different grades 
of fire, building and paving brick. In 
so far as it was held in Stowe-Fuller 
case, 12 I C C Rep, 215, that one rate 
should be applied on fire, building and 
paving brick on shipments between 
the points involved, the conclusion 
then reached is sustained by further 
and more exhaustive inquiry. (2) That 
the Chicago-New York base rate ap- 
plied on shipments of fire, building 
and paving brick east bound from 
Central Freight association to Trunk 
Line territory should not exceed 21 
ig no reparation allowed; Dec 11, 
Pp ; 


Michigan Furniture Co vs Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe et al (1966-69, 2027); 
same vs Southern Pacific et al (2037- 
38); dismissed; see Montague & Co 
vs A, T & S F et al (1934), post. 


Mickle, George T., Lumber Co et al vs 


Illinois Central et al (698 and 707, Sub 
Nos. 67-70 and 205). Commission en- 
ters order approving claim compro- 
mise involving claims in Tift and 
Central Yellow Pine cases; carriers 
to settle at 67 per cent on provable 
claims; Sept 11, p 302. 


Mineral Point Zinc Co vs Wabash et al 


(2415), 16 I C C Rep, 440. On No- 
vember 14 and December 12, 1908, 
complainant shipped two carloads of 
sulphuric acid from Howe, Ill, to 
Aetna, Ind., upon which a class rate 
of 13 cents was charged. Effective 
February 15, 1909, a commodity rate 
of 10 cents was published. Complain- 
ant contended and defendant admit- 
ted that class rate was unreasonable. 
Held, That reparation should be 
awarded; July 3, p 28. 


Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co vs 


Chicago, St Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha et al (2048), 17 I C C Rep, 
189. Complainant alleges that by rea- 
son of the cancelation of joint tariffs 
discontinuing the absorption of 
switching charges on traffic to non- 
competitive points, unreasonable rates 
have been made effective on thresh- 
ing machines and engines from Hop- 
kins, Minn., to local points on the 
lines of the defendants. It was fur- 
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ther alleged that the rates on agri- 
cultural implements trom Hopkins to 
points in states west and south were 
unreasonable. Defendants contended 
that the cancelation of said absorp- 
tions was justified and that while 
said absorptions were in effect Hop- 
kins was unduly favored over other 
points in and around Minneapolis, 
Minn. Held, That the evidence sub- 
mitted was not sufficient to sustain 
the complainant’s allegations and 
complaint dismissed; Dec 11, p 595. 


Moise Brothers Co vs Chicago, Rock 
Island & Facific et al (1557), 144 1 CC 
Rep, 550. Complaint alleges that class 
and commodity rates to Santa Rosa, 
N. M., from Chicago, Ill., St. Louis, 
Mo., and Memphis, Tenn., are un- 
reasonable per se and when com- 
pared with the lesser through rates 
from the same points of origin to El 
Paso, Tex., a more distant point; 
violation of section 4 of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act is alleged. Com- 
plainant contended that the Santa 
Rosa rates should not exceed de- 
fendants’ division of through rates 
to El Paso and that they ought not 
to exceed the rates via the Santa Fe 
from the same points of origin to 
Roswell, N. M. Held, That the com- 
petitive conditions at El Paso compel 
lower rates thereto than to Santa 
Rosa; that circumstances and condi- 
tions prevailing at El Paso and Ros- 
well afford no bases for measuring 
“_. rates to Santa Rosa; July 10, 
p 68. 

Monarch Milling Co vs Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific et al (2061), 17 ICC 
Rep, 1. Complainant shipped two 
earloads of flour ground from grain 
originating at Turon, Kan., from 
Hutchinson, Kan., to Lake Charles, 
La., directing routing via Fort Worth, 
Tex. The only rate applicable via 
this route was the class rate of 70 
cents. At the same time a rate of 
42% cents was in effect via other 
routes, and subsequently a rate of 
43 cents has been made effective via 
all routes between these points. De- 
fendants admitted the reasonableness 
of the 43-cent rate. Held, That rep- 
aration should be awarded on that 
basis; July 17, p 130. 


Monroe, George L., & Sons vs Michi- 


gan Central et al (1768), 17 I C C Rep, 
27. On August 24, 1907, complain- 
ants, dealers at Oswego, N. Y., 
shipped a carload of wood ashes from 
Bay City, Mich., to ‘‘Williamson’s 
Siding, Norfolk, Va., on Norfolk & 
Southern railway.’’ Initial carrier’s 
bill of lading stated that the prop- 
erty was consigned to the complain- 
ants at the latter place. The agent 
of the Norfolk & Western, upon the 
arrival of the car at Norfolk, Septem- 
ber 3, 1907, addressed a postal to 
complainants at Norfolk. Complain- 
ants were unknown to agent and he 
was unable to locate them. An un- 
claimed report was made to the inter- 
mediate carrier three days later, but 
no disposition orders were received. 
October 6 the Imperial Guano Co, at 
Norfolk, notified the Norfolk & West- 
ern that they would handle the car 
and delivery was made October 9. 
Demurrage charges of $23 were paid 
under protest. It was stated that the 
ear had not been turned over to the 
Norfolk & Southern immediately upon 
arrival at Norfolk because William- 
son’s Siding, which is just outside of 
the switching district of Norfolk, is 
a prepay point upon the latter line 
and the charges up to Norfolk had to 
be paid before delivery could be made. 
It appeared also that the complain- 
ants had notified the Norfolk & South- 
ern of the shipment and given deliv- 
ery instructions; it also developed 
that other shipments had been made 
from Bay City to Williamson’s Siding 
under substantially similar billing, ex- 
cept that the route was over differ- 
ent lines, and delivery had always 
been promptly made. The Norfolk & 
Western alleged that the assessment 
of demurrage charges was justified 
under their rules providing that cars 
held for purposes other than loading 
or unloading, for which the shipper 
or consignee and not the carrier is 
responsible, are subject to car serv- 
ice charges after the expiration of 
the first 24 hours from the time of 
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arrival at point of stoppage. Held, 
That the charges accrued through no 
fault of the shipper; that the charges 
were without warrant of tariff author- 
ity and therefore wrongfully imposed; 
reparation awarded; July 17, p 123. 


Montague, W. W., & Co vs Atchison, 


Topeka & Santa Fe et al (1934), 17 
I C C Rep, 72. This complaint, and 
72 others heard at the same time, 
involve the lawfulness of various 
minimums applied by  transconti- 
nental tariffs to the movement of 
furniture of different kinds from 
eastern points to Pacific coast 
terminals, mainly San Francisco and 
Los Angeles, Cal. The cases were 
all disposed of in one report. The 
complainants contended that any 
minimum that cannot invariably be 
loaded into the car furnished by the 
carrier with proper care upon the 
part of the shippers is unlawful; 
further, that the minima on wood 
mantels, 16,000 pounds; steel bath 
tubs, 10,000; new furniture, 12,000; 
bedroom furniture, 20,000; iron and 
brass beds, 30,000; folding beds, 
20,000; mattresses and springs, 20,000; 
chairs and chair stock, 20,000, and 
tables, 24,000 pounds. Held, That a 
earload minimum for light and bulky 
articles like furniture should be such 
that the minimum can ordinarily be 
loaded, but the minimum is _ not 
necessarily unreasonable because it 
occasionally happens that cars, al- 
though loaded to their full physical 
capacity, will not contain it; that 
minimum for a 40-foot car, on wood 
mantels, should not exceed 14,000 
pounds; and on iron and brass beds, 
24,000 pounds; reasonableness of the 
minima applicable on other articles, 
when loaded in 40-foot cars, upheld. 
Reparation awarded with respect to 
certain shipments of wood mantels 
and brass bedsteads; July 24, p 153. 


Montague, W. W., & Co vs Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe et al (1935-6); same 
vs Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et 
al (1953); same vs Illinois Central et 
al (1954); same vs Chicago, Burling- 
ton & Quincy et al (1955); reparation 
awarded; see same vs A, T & S F 
et al (1934), ante, 


Montague, W. W., & Co vs Southern 


Pacific et al (2005-6); dismissed; see 
same vs A, T & S F et al (1934), 
ante. 


Mundy, Norris H., ete, vs Union Facific 


et al. See W. A. Havemeyer & Co 
vs same, ante. 


Muskogee Traffic Bureau vs Atchison, 


Topeka & Santa Fe et al (2138), 17 
I C C Rep, 169. This complaint al- 
leged that the rate of 2224 cents on 
salt from Kansas producing points to 
Muskogee, Okla., was unjust and dis- 
criminatory as compared with a rate 
of 15 cents from the same points to 
Fort Smith, Ark. Based on the fact 
that Muskogee is 84 miles nearer 
said points of origin in Kansas than 
is Fort Smith, complainant asked that 
Muskogee be given a differential of 
3 cents under the rates to Fort Smith. 
Subsequent to the filing of this com- 
plaint the rate to Fort Smith was 
made 19 cents and the same rate was 
also made applicable to Muskogee, 
said rate being blanketed over a con- 
siderable territory. Held, That this 
change, together with other readjust- 
ments of salt rates into that terri- 
tory, have not been in effect long 
enough to demonstrate their effect. 
It appears that the effect has been 
and must be advantageous to Musko- 
gee, while the blanketing of rates 
from a considerable territory of pro- 
duction establishes substantial equal- 
ity between producing points and 
markets. Complainant’s contention 
for rates based solely upon distance 
cannot be sustained; complaint dis- 
missed; Dec 11, p 593. 


National Paving Brick Manufacturers’ 


Assn vs Baltimore & Ohio et al 
(1530). See Metropolitan Paving Brick 
pane et al vs Ann Arbor et al (1401), 
ante. 


New Orleans Board of Trade, Ltd, vs 


Louisville & Nashville (1310, 1313 and 
1328). On August 13, 1907, the de- 
fendant advanced the rates on certain 
classes from New Orleans, La., to 
Mobile, Ala., and Pensacola, Fla., to 
make the sums of the locals equal 
the through rates from New Orleans 


to Montgomery, Selma and Prattville, 
Ala., via Mobile and Pensacola. The 
local rates in effect prior and subse- 
quent to that date follow: 
New Orleans to Mobile: 
—— Class 


123456AB C DEHREF 
August 13, 1907— 


50 39 38 31 27 16 12 15 12% 10 20 18 25 
Prior to August 13, 1907— 
50 37 25 18 15 15 12 15 12% 10 15 18 25 
BOG»: FISD IG: Diodes te B: 
New Orleans to Pensacola: 
Class——________. 


123456ABC DEHF 
August 13, 1907— 

55 45 38 312716181815 13 25 2530 
Prior to August 13, 1907— 

55 45 35 25 2015181815 183 25 25 30 





DT oii GS FUE bs Ser ae: 
The difference between the through 
and combination rates to Selma, 
Montgomery and Prattville prior to 
said advances is shown in the fellow- 
ing tables: 
New Orleans to Montgomery and 
Selma, via Mobile: 
PP Stns BAS a Dc se ae : a 
————————_Class—__ 
~123456ABC DEHPFP 
Through— 
89 79 68 55 47 36 242720 16 4435 32 
Combination— 
100 77 55 42 35 35 27 35 26% 22 393 
PG. SR 8 ik, Se Rese sib RG ee 
New Orleans to Montgomery and 
Selma, via Pensacola: 


-~1 


————_———_Class————_______ 
123456ABC DEHPF 
Through— 
89 79 68 55 47 36 242720 16 44 35 32 
Combination— 
105 85 65 49 40 35 33 38 2 24 49 44 54 
Advi... 3 6 


New Orleans to Prattville, via Mo- 
bile: 

—————___—__Class——______ 
123456ABC DEUF 
Through— 

101 89 76 63 55 44 29 32 25 21 49 40 42 
Combination— 

112 87 63 50 43 43 32 40 31% 27 44 42 65 
fee ke: ae a rene: eae 

New Orleans to Prattville, via 
Pensacola: 

—————————Class——_____- 
123 456ABC DEHF 
Effective August 13. 1907— 

117 95 76 63 55 44 38 43 34 3054 49 70 
Prior to August 13, 1907— 

117 95 73 57 48 43 38 4334 3054 4970 
By the revision in the rates from New 
Orleans to Mobile and Pensacola, 
which took place at that time, cer- 
tain commodity rates were advanced 
and others reduced. These advances 
were also attacked as unjust and un- 
reasonable and prejudicial to New 
Orleans and similar charges were 
made with respect to the class rates 
involved. Subsequent to the filing of 
tnese complaints certain readjust- 
ments were made in the commodity 
rates for the purpose of correcting 
any existing inequalities or malad- 
justments, but the Commission held 
that the practical effect of these later 
changes could not yet be determined 
and the complaints with respect to 
said commodity rates are retained for 
such further consideration as may 
prove necessary. It appeared that 
the former class rates had been in 
effect, substantially unchanged, for 
20 years, and that there was no evi- 
dence that they were not compensa- 
tory, nor were the advanced rates, 
either by comparison with other rates 
or by the facts presented upon the 
record, shown to be reasonable. Held, 
That the advances in class rates 
complained of were unreasonable; 
that the rates on classes from New 
Orleans to Mobile and Pensacola 
should be reduced to the rates in ef- 
fect prior to August 13, 1907, and 
that the through rates from New Or- 
leans, via Mobile and Pensacola, to 
Selma, Montgomery and Prattville on 
the classes affected are unreasonable 
and should be reduced to the sum of 
the locals: Dec 18, p 618. “ 


O’Brien Commercial Co vs Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al (2097-2102, 
2166); same vs Southern Pacific et al 
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(2103); cases dismissed; see Montague 
=e vs A, T & S F et al (1934), 
ante. 


Ohio Face Brick Manufacturers’ Assn 


vs Ann Arbor et al (1528). See Met- 
ropolitan Paving Brick Co et al vs 
same (1401), ante, 


Olympia Brewing Co vs Northern Pa- 


cific et al (2418); Seattle Brewing & 
Malting Co vs same (2471), 171 CC 
Rep, 178. Complaint in these cases 
is directed against the exaction, in 
addition to the lawful transportation 
charges, of a rental fee of $5 per car 
on shipments of beer in refrigerator 
cars from Seattle and Olympia, 
Wash., to points in California, Ne- 
vada and Arizona. Said charge is 
alleged to be unreasonable per se and 
discriminatory against the complain- 
ants in that like charges were ex- 
acted, except at Portland, Ore., from 
competitors of the complainants not 
located at Puget Sound points. It 
appeared that said rental did not go 
to carriers, but to car line companies, 
defendants in some cases not allow- 
ing their own refrigerator cars to go 
off their own lines. Through the in- 
strumentality of the Commission, the 
provision for such charge was elimi- 
nated from defendants’ tariffs on Feb- 
ruary 5, 1909. Held, That the $5 
charge, during the period it was in- 
corporated in defendants’ tariffs, was 
unjust, unreasonable and discrimna- 
tory; reparation allowed; Dec 4, p 567. 


Otis Elevator Co vs New York Central 


& Hudson River et al (1900); same 
vs same (1906), 17 I C C Rep, 3. 
These complaints involve the ship- 
ment of two carloads of electric 
hoisting machinery and elevator con- 
trollers from New York, N. Y., to 
San Francisco, Cal. Initial carrier 
billed entire shipments at Class A 
rate of $1.40, but delivering carrier 
compelled complainant to pay Class A 
rate on the hoisting machinery and 
$3 on the controllers, the latter be- 
ing the less-than-carload rate on 
electrical supplies and appliances, 
N OS. Complainant maintains that 
Class A rate should have applied on 
entire shipments. The Western 
Classifications in force at time ship- 
ments moved rated hoisting machines 
and parts, named an N O §, as Class 
A; provision was further made that 
where dynamos and motors formed 
an integral part or part of ma- 
chinery, they took the same rate as 
the machinery. Hoisting machinery 
and parts were further subject to 
Rule 21-B, which stated that the rates 
named would not apply on straight 
earloads. Held, That controllers were 
entitled to mixed carload rate ap- 
plicable to hoisting machinery, viz, 
ge > Reparation awarded; July 
10, p 74. 


Otis Elevator Co vs Chicago Great 


Western et al (1907): same vs same 
(1908), 16 I C C Rep, 502. These 
eases involve the application of rates 
on tee rails or elevator guides. No. 
1907 was outlawed by the statute of 
limitations. The shipment set forth 
in No. 1908 was made June 27, 1906; it 
was billed as ‘‘steel tees to be used 
in construction of building;’’ it moved 
from Chicago, Ill., to Portland, Ore. 
Upon delivery machinery rates, $1.40, 
were collected; complainant main- 
tained that structural iron and steel 
rates, 75 cents, should have applied. 
Under a supplement to the tariff 
then in effect tees were included in 
a list of iron and steel articles tak- 
ing the latter rate; effective August 
10, 1907, a specific rate of 75 cents 
on elevator guides was published. 
Held, That 75-cent rate should have 
applied to shipment in question and 
reparation awarded; July 23, p 20. 
anufacturers’ 
Assn et al vs Northern Pacific et al 
(1329), 16 I C C Rep, 465. Com- 
pvlainants’ petition for rehearing and 
for vacation and modification of the 
Med —— in this case denied; July 
3, p 3 


Pacific Purchasing Co vs Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe et al (2085); repara- 
tion awarded; see Montague & Co vs 
A, T & S F et al (1934), ante. 


Pacific Purchasing Co vs Southern Pa- 


cific et al (1988): same vs various 
other transcontinental lines (1989- 
1998; 2007-8; 2013-14; 2022-23: 2025-26; 
2032; 2053-56; 2104; 2171; 2186); cases 
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dismissed; see Montague & Co vs 
A, T & S F et al (1934), ante. 


Partridge, T. M., Lumber Co vs Great 


Northern et al (2554), 17 I C C Rep, 
276. This case involves the rates on 
fence posts and poles from Beaudette 
and Warroad, Minn., to certain points 
in the Dakotas and also prays for the 
establishment of through routes and 
joint rates from Beaudette to these 
same points. At the time decision 
was rendered posts and poles moved 
from Beaudette to the points of des- 
tination hereinafter named on a com- 
bination of locals on Warroad, the 
local rate into Warroad being 4 cents. 
The rate situation complained of is 

shown in the following tables: 

From Warroad. 
Rate on Lumber 
and Fence 

Posts Rateon Rate on 
Previous Lumber Posts 


to Since Since 

J’ne 30, J’ne 30, J’ne 30, 

To— 1909. 1909. 1909. 
Grand Forks, N.D..10% 10% 14 
Grafton, N. D...... 12 12 18 
Pare, WE. Diisicecicic 3 13 15 

Leeds, N. D........ 17 17 20% 

Minot, N. D.....<< 20 20 25.0 
Noonan, N. D...... 20 20 26 
Williston, N. D....26 28 23 
Aberdeen, S. D..... 20 23 23 
Watertown, S. D...22% 22% 22 
rwwon:. B.. Bes esscics 26 26 26 

From Beaudette. 

Rate on Rate on 

Lumber’ Posts 

Since Since 

June 30, June 30, 

To— 1909. 1909. 
Grand Forks, N. D....12% 18 
Gratton, MH Diisiccs cicces 14 22 
| A > re 15 19 

SIOOGE,. TH. Biic.0:000'0 0:00.00 19 24% 
DT kines cewien 20% 29 
Nocona, WN. D..... 00s. 20% 30 
Witleton, MN. D......<< 30 37 
Abe,deen, S. D........ 25 25 

Watertown, S. D....... 2414 24% 
SPaPOM,. B.. Divi. vec cic 0s cee 28 


Complainant insists that no higher 
rates should be imposed upon posts 
and poles than are charged upon lum- 
ber. Held, That rates on posts and 
poles from Warroad should not ex- 
ceed the following: 


Rate, 
To— Cents. 
Grand Forks, N. D............. 10% 
ee a ee 12% 
WORD: The Bi scs setiocecescwunes 13 
i Se a ee nr 17 
Us Bw sre secln.t ovie-n cb wle wie 20 
EE, EN. Es a:d0-0-0.0'0e 0. drt oreo 20 
ee 28 
eh a ee 23 
Watertown, S. D........... .--20% 
a Se 26 


That joint through rates should be 
established from MBeaudette, which 
should not exceed the following: 


te, 
To— Cents. 
Grand Forks, N. D..........ee- 13% 
RIPEN, FN. Bao oc ocie-wewie ceccuces 15% 
BPMN, ON, Dilw.o-<.5.00-0secenawanee 16 
a i Se ee 20 
TT ciiciscesicnsewcues 2223 
pe a ee eee 23 
bg i er 31 
BUAPGCON, GB. Die cecccvcewccccsees 26 
Watertown, S. D.....scccccccece 23% 


Dec 18, p 632. 


Pease Bros Furniture Co vs San Fedro, 


Los Angeles & Salt Lake et al (2430); 
Lachman Bros vs Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe et al (2259); Phoenix 
Furniture Co vs same (2399), 17 I C 
C Rep, 223. In Montague vs A, T & 
S F et al (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72, 
q v, the right of a carrier to main- 
tain a sliding scale on minimums ap- 
plicable on furniture when in cars 
of differing physical capacity was 
upheld. Complainants in these cases 
made shipments from various eastern 
to Pacific coast points in cars larger 
than .40-foot, the latter being the 
standard fixed by the Commission in 
prescribing reasonable minimums in 
the Montague case, supra. Charges 
were based upon a sliding scale on 
minimums, but complainants seek 
reparation because the minimums 
assessed were in excess of those fixed 
hv the Commission for a 40-foot car. 
Held, That minimums were reason- 
es Complaints dismissed; Dec. 18, 
p 681. 


Peerless Agencies Co vs Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe et al (2451), 17 
I C C Rep, 218. This case was sub- 
mitted upon the record in Montague 
& Covs A, T&S F (1934), 17I1CC 
Rep, 72, q v. Complainant made 
shipment of carload of wood mantels 
from Buffalo, N. Y., to San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., about May 20, 1908; the 
actual weight of the shipment was 
14,580 pounds, but charges were 
assessed on a minimum of 16,000 
pounds. Following the opinion in the 
ease before cited that a reasonable 
minimum was 14,000 pounds for a 40- 
foot car—a larger car having actually 
been furnished, but the tariffs of the 
defendants at the time of the ship- 
ment making no distinction in the 
size of the cars. Held, That charges 
should have been assessed on actual 
weight and reparation awarded; Dec 
18, p 630. 


Philadelphia Commercial Exchange vs 


Pennsylvania et al (1892). See Brey 
vs same, ante. 


Phoenix Furniture Co vs Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe et al (2399), 17 
IC C Rep, 223. Dismissed; see Pease 
Bros Furniture Co vs San Pedro, Los 
Angeles & Salt Lake et al (2430), 
ante. 


Potlatch Lumber Co et al vs Northern 


Pacific et al (1348), 16 I C C Rep, 
465. Complainants’ petition for re- 
hearing, and for vacation and modi- 
fication of Commission’s prior order 
in this case, denied; July 3, p 30. 


Freston, Albert, vs Chesapeake & Ohio 


(1817), 16 I C C Rep, 565. Com- 
plainant asks reparation for the 
alleged misrouting of two shipments 
of ties from Vanceburg, Ky., to Balti- 
more, Md. It appeared, however, 
that they were moved via junction 
earrying a higher rate upon specific 
orders of the shipper’s agent. Com- 
plaint dismissed; July 10, p 77. 


Racine-Sattley Co vs Chicago, Mil- 


waukee & St Paul et al (1714), 16 
I C C Rep, 488. It appeared that 
complainant desired to make a ship- 
ment of 36,200 pounds of farm wagons 
from Racine, Wis., to Abilene, Tex. 
The rate was 79 cents; the carload 
minimum, size of car not specified, 
24,000 pounds. Complainant ordered a 
50-foot car, into which entire ship- 
ment might easily have been loaded; 
defendants furnished two 36-foot cars 
and assessed rates on the basis of 
48,000 pounds. Held, That charges 
should have been assessed on actual 
weight and reparation awarded; July 


3, p 9. 
Reddick, William A., vs Michigan Cen- 


tral (1829), 16 I C C Rep, 492. This 
case involves the ILC L rates on 
mole traps, in crates, from Niles, 
Mich., to Chicago, Ill. Animal traps, 
L C L, in bundles, were accorded 
first-class rates, viz, 22 cents; in bar- 
rels or boxes, third, viz, 17 cents. 
Held, That 17-cent rate should be ac- 
corded mole traps in crates; July 3, 
Pp 22. 


Rigney, Thomas F., vs Southern Pacific 


et al (1964; 2003-4; 2083); reparation 
awarded; see Montague & Co vs A, T 
& S F et al (1934), ante. 


Rogers, J. G., vs Oregon Railroad & 


Navigation Co et al (2093), 144 I C C 
Rep, 424. Medford, Ore., is inter- 
mediate to Spokane, Wash., and San 
Francisco, Cal. The rate on house- 
hold goods from Spokane to San 
Francisco is 71 cents; from Spokane 
to Medford, $1.11. Complainant con- 
tended that this was in violation of 
the long and short haul clause of the 
Act to Regulate Commerce, but the 
Spokane-San Francisco rate is held 
to have been influenced by water 
competition. Complaint dismissed; 
July 3. p 30. 


Royal Mantel Co vs Southern Pacific 


et al (2046); reparation awarded; see 
Montague & Co vs A, T & S F et al 
(1934), ante. 


Saginaw Board of Trade et al vs Grand 


Trunk et al (1898), 17 I C C Rep, 
128. Rates from the Atlantic sea- 
board to the territory that lies east 
of the Mississippi and north of the 
Ohio river are constructed on a per- 
centage basis. The unit rate, 100%, 
is the Chicago-New York rate. Rates 
to other points in this territory are 
fixed under a percentage system. 
The general basis upon which the 
rates are determined is as follows: 










































































Decisions—Saginaw 


From an assumed Chicago-New York 
rate of 25 cents, there was deducted 
6 cents to represent fixed terminal 
expenses at origin and destination. 
The remainder represented the as- 
sumed charge fer the railway haul, 
exclusive of any terminal service. 
This, divided by the short-line mile- 
age, 920 miles, yielded a rate per mile 
of 0.0206 cent. This rate per mile 
was used as the factor for estab- 
lishing an assumed rate from any 
particular junction or competitive 
point on the basis of its mileage from 
New York. The factor, or rate per 
mile, multiplied by the number of 
miles gave an assumed rate for the 
service from any particular point to 
New York. To this was then added 
the 6 cents terminal charges, and the 
percentage which this assumed rate 
bore to the assumed 25-cent rate de- 
termined the percentage of the Chi- 
cago rate which that particular point 
would take on any given class of 
merchandise. Gradually the system 
was extended from competitive and 
junction points to adjacent non-com- 
petitive points, resulting in the estab- 
lishment of rate zones. Saginaw 
valley (Mich.) is in the 92 per cent 
zone. No complaint is made of the 
inherent reasonableness of the rates 
themselves, only the relation of those 
rates with the class and commodity 
rates in other groups or zones in the 
same general locality. Complaint is 
made that the percentage fixed for 
Saginaw valley is too high, particu- 
larly with reference to the rates in 
the Toledo-Detroit zone, which are 
on a 78 per cent basis. Held, That 
the percentage adopted by the de- 
fendants as a basis for fixing rates 
from Atlantic coast territory to Sagi- 
naw, Flint, Mich., and other points 
in the Saginaw valley is not, under 
the circumstances of the case, too 
high, when compared with the per- 
centages that fix the rates enjoyed 
by other groups in adjacent terri- 
tory; that the proximity of Detroit, 
Mich., and Toledo, O., to the great 
channels of through transportation 
and their location on direct through 
routes where the density of traffic is 
very great and the general operating 
and traffic conditions are favorable 
are elements that cannot be ignored 
by the rate-maker and must neces- 
sarily tend to lower rates than can 
be accorded to communities that are 
removed from these great streams of 
traffic. Complaint dismissed; July 31, 
Pp 177. . 
Saner-Whiteman Lumber Co vs Texas 
& New Orleans et al (2189), 17 IC C 
Rep, 290. The complainant in follow- 
ing the routing instructions in the 
defendants’ tariff sent five carloads 
of lumber from Caro, Tex., to Mem- 
phis, Tenn., via a route over which 
there was no rate applicable except 
the class rate. Held, That the tar- 
iff being in error, it was the carriers’ 
duty to treat the shipments as though 
unrouted and to forward them via 
the junction making the lowest com- 
bination of rates. Reparation award- 
ed; Dec 25, p i 
Seattle Brewing & Malting Co vs 
Northern Pacific et al (2471), 17IC C 
Rep, 178; see Olympia Brewing Co vs 
same (2418), ante. 
Sligo Iron Store Co vs Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe (1735), 17 I C C 
Rep, 139. This proceeding involves 
the reasonableness of the defendant’s 
through rate on so-called ‘‘smithing 
coal’? from Chicago, Ill., to Portales, 
N. M., and the reasonableness of its 
local rate to the same point from 
Pittsburg, Kan.; the complaint also 
questions the lawfulness of the dis- 
tinction between the rates on black- 
smith coal and bituminous coal. (1) 
It appeared, however, that in order 
to avoid the payment of the pub- 
lished through rate on  “smithing 
coal’ between Chicago and Portales, 
the complainant falsely billed a ship- 
ment as “bituminous soft-coal slack’’ 
and thus sought to secure the benefit 
of a lower combination of local rates 
based on an out-of-line point—Pitts- 
burg. The car, however, was stopped 
at Pittsburg and upon refusal of 
complainant to pay the legal rate, 
sold for charges as_ unclaimed 
freight. Complainant seeks recovery 
of proceeds of this sale and this it 


Slimmer & Thomas vs Pennsylvania 





Smith Manufacturing Co vs Chicago, 


Sondheimer, E., Co vs Illinois Central 
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appeared defendant was willing to 
make. Held, That as neither party 
comes before the Commission with 
clean hands no relief order will be 
entered. (2) Compared to soft coal 
mined in the west, smithing coal is 
a different commodity with different 
characteristics and of a_ different 
value. Whether it may move under 
a special smithing coal rate is not 
here determined; but Held, That 
there are no grounds shown for dis- 
turbing the present rates on smith- 
ing coal from Chicago to Portales. 
Complaint dismissed; July 31, p 181. 


Co et al (1944), 16 I C C Rep, 531. 
Complainants ordered cars of certain 
dimensions for shipments of cattle 
from South St. Paul, Minn., to Ham- 
mond, Ind. The initial carriers sup- 
plied cars of larger dimensions, but 
protected the minimum weights of 
the sizes ordered. At Hammond the 
cattle were rebilled to Philadelphia, 
Pa., on a separately established tariff, 
and payment of freight charges to 
Hammond was made to the west- 
ern lines. The lines east of Ham- 
mond declined to protect the 
minimum weights, as the provisions 
of. their tariffs had not been com- 
plied with. Upon complaint asking 
for reparation; Held, That under the 
circumstances the complaint should 
be dismissed. Pacific Purchasing Co 
vs C & N W Ry Co, 12 IC C Rep, 
549, distinguished; July 10, p 79. 


Milwaukee & Gary et al (2139), 16 
I C C Rep, 447. This case involves 
the reasonableness of the rates on 
manure spreaders from De Kalb, IIl., 
to Olivia and Hutchinson, Minn. 
Complainant made certain shipments 
during 1907 for which it was charged 
the published through rates of 33 and 
29 cents, respectively; it appeared, 
however, that at the same time the 
combinations of local rates over the 
same routes were 30,3 and 27.2 cents, 
respectively. Held, That rates should 
not have exceeded the foregoing com- 
binations and reparation awarded; 
July 3, p 26. 


et al (978), 17 I C C Rep, 60. Defend- 
ants’ tariff in force when complaint 
was filed permitted dealers to ship 
lumber into Memphis, Tenn., from 
southern and western territory, there 
unload, assort, grade and dry it, and 
within ninety days from the date of 
arrival, upon presentation of paid ex- 
pense bills covering movement into 
Memphis, to ship out the same lumber 
or an equal tonnage of the same kind 
of lumber, to certain northern and 
eastern territory upon rates which, 
combined with the rates into Mem- 
phis, were less than the combination 
of rates upon Memphis, but not less 
than the through rate from the origi- 
nal shipping points to finar destina- 
tions. The maximum “shrinkage”’ of 
rates so permitted was 4 cents per 
100 pounds. No such privilege was 
permitted at Cairo, Ill., and the rates 
exacted upon lumber handled through 
that pojnt were the full locals in and 
out. Since complaint was filed the 
tariff in question has been super- 
seded by a tariff which is admitted 
by complainant to have removed the 
alleged discrimination in rates; Held, 
That owing to dissimilarity in cir- 
cumstances and conditions surround- 
ing the movement of lumber through 
Memphis and Cairo, the yarding and 
reshipping privilege at Memphis, if 
proper rates are applied thereunder, 
is not an undue discrimination against 
Cairo; but that the rates in force 
through Memphis when complaint 
was filed, from competitive producing 
points in Mississipni to competitive 
consuming points in the territory in- 
volved, were unduly discriminatory 
against Cairo. Complainant given 
leave to make proof of any damage 
it may have suffered; July 17, p 115. 


South Canyon Coal Co vs Colorado & 


Southern et al (2704), 17 I C C Rep, 
286. Jan. 22, 1909, complainant 
shipped a carload of coal from its 
Big Four mine in Colorado to Pu- 
eblo, Colo., via the line of the first- 
named defendant. Three days later 
it ordered the car reconsigned to 
Hutchinson, Kan., via the Chicago, 













Decisions—Stock 


Rock Island & Pacific. A combina- 
tion rate of $3.60 per ton on Me- 
dora, Kan., was assessed. Complain- 
ant alleges this rate was unreason- 
able because the rate via the Den- 
ver & Rio Grande was $3 and this 
rate was also in effect via the Colo- 
rado & Southern via Delhart, Tex. 
The distance via the route used was 
749 .miles; via Delhart, 511 miles. 
Held, That the application of the 
higher rate was due to the specific 
routing of the complainant and that 
a rate is not unreasonable simply 
because a lower rate is in effect via 
other lines. Complaint dismissed; 
Dec 25, p 667. 


Southern Bithulic Co vs Illinois Cen- 


tral et al (2192), 17 I C C Rep, 300: 
Complainant alleged that defendants’ 
rate of $1.85 per gross ton on crushed 
stone from Cedar Bluff, Ky., to Ba- 
ton Rouge, La., was unreasonable and 
unjustly discriminatory when com- 
pared with a rate of $1.50 from Cedar 
Bluff to New Orleans, La. In many 
cases these two Louisiana points 
take a common rate: the distance 
from Cedar Bluff to New Orleans is 
19 miles greater than to _ Baton 
Rouge, but it appeared that the low 
rate to New Orleans was made in 
order to enable the Cedar Bluff stone 
to sell in competition with stone 
quarried in Alabama. Held, That up- 
on the facts of the case the allega- 
tions are not sustained. Complaint 
dismissed; Dec 25, p 668. 


Star Grain & Lumber Co et al vs Atch- 


ison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al (1319), 
17 I C C Rep, 338: The present re- 
port considers the validity of the al- 
lowances made by regular carriers 
to the so-called ‘‘tap lines’’—a ques- 
tion specifically reserved for further 
investigation in the former reports 
of the Commission in this same case, 
viz., 14 I C C Rep, 364,372. In Cen- 
tral Yellow Pine Assn vs Vicks S & 
Pac et al, 10 I C C Rep, 193, the 
statement was made that divisions 
of through rates might be allowed 
only to common. earriers by rail. 
Since then, many of the so-called tap 
lines have incorporated. Held, That 
the Commission cannot recognize as 
common carriers, under the act, lines 
that do not publish tariffs in law- 
ful form or concur properly in lawful 
tariffs of other lines in which they 
are named as parties, or that do not 
file annual reports and keep their 
accounts in accordance with the sys- 
tem prescribed by the Commission, or 
that do not in all other respects com- 
ply with the law. But the mere inter- 
position between the lumber mill and 
the carrier of a paper railroad in- 
corporation that calls itself a com- 
mon carrier and complies with the 
act in those respects, but is owned 
by the mill or its proprietors, does 
not give legality to the so-called tap- 
line allowances or meet the require- 
ments of the Commission. As an ad- 
ministrative body the Commission 
cannot stop at the surface of a trans- 
portation problem because its form 
and outward sepaeanee are regular, 
but must reach the actual situation 
and examine its real substance and 
thus be able to enforce the prohibi- 
tions as well as the requirements of 
the act. The underlying principle of 
the law is to forbid preferences, dis- 
criminations and departures from the 
published rates: and any allowance 
or division made to or with a tap 
line, whether incorporated in form 
as a common carrier or not, that is 
owned or controlled, directly or in- 
directly, by a lumber mill or by its 
officers or proprietors, and, beyond 
the logs that it hauls to the mill, has 
no traffic except such as it may pick 
up as a mere incident to its effort 
to serve the mill as an adjunct or 
plant facility, is a preference and dis- 
crimination and an unlawful depart- 
Se the published rate; Dec 25, 
Dp b 


Stock Yards Cotton & Linseed Meal 


Co vs Missouri, Kansas & Texas et 
al (2217), 17 I GC C Rep, 295: Com- 
plainant, on Oct 30, 1907, shipped a~- 
earload of cottonseed cake from 
Bartlett, Tex., to Winchester, Kan., 
upon which a combination rate of 
31 cents on Kansas City was charg- 
ed; April 6, 1908, complainant shipped 
a carload from the same point of 
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Decisions—White 





points east of the Mississippi river 
to San Francisco were unreasonable 
because more than combination of 
locals in effect; Held, That while the 
Commission has frequently declared 
that through rates between certain 
points should not exceed the com- 
bination of local rates between the 
same points, there is not sufficient 
evidence of record in these cases to 
warrant findings that the through 
rates charged were unreasonable. 
Reparation denied. Burgess vs 
Transcontinental Freight Bureau, 13 
I C C Rep, 668. distinguished; Dec 
25, p 660. 

White Brothers vs Atchison, Topeka, 
& Santa Fe et al (2356); same vs 
Southern Pacific et al (2357); same 
vs same (2364-7); same vs Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al (2368): 
Heard and decided with White Bros 
vs AT & S F et al (2355), 17 I C C 
Rep, 288, q. v. 

Williams, P. P., Co vs. Vicksburg, 
Shreveport & Pacific et al (1827), 16 
I C C Rep, 482. For rate-making 
purposes into Texas common points, 
Vicksburg, Miss., and New Orleans, 
La., are grouped together; Memphis, 
Tenn., takes the same, and in some 
eases, higher rates, while St. Louis, 
Mo., rates are also ‘higher. At the 
time of this complaint these rates 
were: 

Class. 

From— 1 2 3 4 5 
St. Louis....$1.47 $1.29 $1.12 $1.02 $0.80 
Memphis .... 1.37 1.19 1.04 .95  .75 
New Orleans 

& Vicksburg 1.37 1.19 1.02 .93  .74 


Galveston ... .87 .78 .65 .61 = .47 
- ee Ch 
From— A B Cc D E 
St. Louis.....$0.85 $0.75 $0.62 $0.50 $0.43 
ee a ee 


New Orleans 

& Vicksburg .78 .69 .56 .44 = .387 

Galveston ... .49 .43 .86 .25 .19 
Bagging Wire 


From— and Ties. and Nails. 
ee Pee re $0.37 $0.56 
Pre -33 51 
New Orleans and 

ViGHSDUTE ..cccce 32 .50 
IPOD | ie wccecess 21. 25 


Vicksburg, however, is nearer to cer- 
tain of the Texas common points than 
the other three cities; Memphis some- 
what closer than St. Louis and. New 
Orleans. Resting solely upon the 
mileage theory of rate-making, com- 
plainant, a Vicksburg jobber, at- 
tacked the rate adjustment from Mig- 
sissippi river crossings to Texas com- 
mon points as unreasonable and dis- 
criminatory and asked lower rates 
from Vicksburg to certain points in 
northeast Texas. <An_ intervening 
petition, also based upon the mile- 
age theory, was filed by the Memphis 
Freight Bureau in which reductions 
in the Memphis rates were asked. 
Held, (1) That to grant any part of 
the contentions of complainant or in- 
terveners would be to disrupt the 
grouping of Texas common points, or 
to rearrange the whole fabric of rates 
from the Mississippi river. (2) That 
differentials diminish with increasing 
distance and vanish when the mile- 
age on which they are based becomes 
inconsiderable in proportion to the 
total mileage from basing point to 
destination. (3) That the evidence 
offered was not sufficient either in 
character or in amount to justify the 
order prayed for; complaint dismissed; 
July 3, p 1. 

Woodward & Dickerson vs Louisville & 
Nashville et al (1726), 17 I C C Rep, 
9. Petition for rehearing, filed by 
first-named defendant, denied; July 
17, p 1383. 

Winters Metallic Paint Co vs Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St Paul et al (1601-2-4- 
5-6-7), 16 I C C Rep, 587. Complain- 
ant challenges the reasonableness of 
defendants’ rates on ground iron ore 
from Iron Ridge, Wis., to various 
points in other states; (2) complain- 
ant also asks the Commission to 
order the construction and mainte- 
nance of aprivate sidetrack from the 
main line of the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St Paul to its mills. Held, (1) 
That ground iron ore should be ac- 
corded rates from Iron Ridge, Wis., 
to points in Central Freight associa- 
tion territory and Trunk Line terri- 





tories that shall not exceed the regu- 
lar sixth-class ratings applying under 
the Official Classification between the 
same points; also that this commod- 
ity is entitled to Class D ratings 
under the Western Classification from 
Iron Ridge to points in Western 
Trunk Line territory; (2) That the 
Commission has no authority to order 
the construction of a private side- 
track by a railroad company, but that 
its authority is limited to ordering a 
carrier to make a switch connection 
ae a private side track; July 10, 
p 65. 


Winters Metallic Paint Co vs Chicago, 


Milwaukee & St Paul et al (1603), 16 
I C C Rep, 562. This case involves 
claim for reparation on seven car- 
loads of ground iron ore shipped be- 
tween Jamuary and October, 1907, 
from Iron Ridge, Wis., to Michigan 
City, Ind., and one carload from same 
point of origin to lLouisville, Ky. 
Subsequently rates were reduced; 
reparation awarded on basis of lower 
rates now in effect; July 10, p 71. 


DECKER, Martin §&S., President, Na- 


tional Association of Railway Com- 
missioners and Member of New 
York Public Service Commission, 
Second District. 


National Association of Railway Com- 


missioners: Delivers opening ad- 
dress at twenty-first annual con- 
vention of the association; co-oper- 
ation between states and between 
states and federal authority urged; 
recognition of railway rights and 
permission to carriers to enjoy the 
same should be given; Nov 20, p 
525. 


DELIVERY f 
See ‘“‘Loading and Unloading.” 


DEMURRAGE . 
See also ‘‘Car Service.’ 
Canadian ‘Traffic: Carriers must file 


tariffs showing terminal charges on 
traffic to and from Canada in the 
same manner in which such charges 
on domestic shipments are required 
to be published (Conf Rul); Oct 23, 
p 433. 


Fifty-Per-Cent-Plus Rule: See ‘“De- 


murrage—Rules, Uniform Code _ of.’’ 


Rules, Uniform Code of: National 


Association of Railway Commission- 
ers adopts final draft of regulations 
prepared by its committee on car 
service. Regulations cover (a) Cars 
subject to the rules, (b) free time 
allowed, (c) computing time, (d) 
notification of arrival, (e) placing 
ears for unloading, (f) cars for 
loading, (g) demurrage charge, (h) 
claims and conditions under which 
demurrage charges will not be as- 
sessed and (i) average plan; de- 
murrage charge fixed at $1; free 
time for loading and unloading, 48 
hours—24 hours to be allowed when 
ears are held for switching, recon- 
signment, payment of charges, in- 
spection, etc.; no rules as to export 
traffic; weather interference and 
bunching cars included under condi- 
tions under which no charges shall 
be assessed, but acceptance of the 
average plan bars’ shipper from 
claim for refund under these pro- 
visions; committee gives reasons for 
not considering reciprocal demur- 
rage; condemns fifty-per-cent-plus 
rule. Report of committee, which 
includes rules and a _ discussion of 
the same, given in full; Nov 20, p 
506. 

—Michigan shippers oppose tentative 
code; declare car service rules are 
matter of local adjustment; com- 
mends average system in vogue in 
Michigan; committee appointed to 
take up matter at Washington; July 
10, p 83. 

—Commercial Exchange of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., files brief in support of 
modifications desired in behalf of 
grain and flour interests; exception 
taken to free time limit; would 
eliminate half holidays from’ time 
computation; favors reciprocal de- 
murrage: July 24, p 167. 

—J. C. Lincoln files brief and argu- 
ment in behalf of changes proposed 
by National Industrial Traffic 
League; declares against absolute 
uniformity and disregard of local con- 
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Dairy 


ditions; advocates that cars loaded 
with railroad material be subject 
to rules; urges alternative use of 
average plan; opposes iron-clad free 
time provision; digest of various 
points discussed; July 24, p 164. 
—John H. Marble addresses Grain 
Dealers’ National association on 
proposed regulations; speech in full; 
Oct 9, p 380. 

—Interstate Commerce Commission 
endorses code, subject to its right 
to inquire into the legality of any 
rule that may be made the _ sub- 
ject of complaint; Dec 25, p 683. 


Refund Without Tariff Authority: The 


Commission will not entertain fa- 
vorably application for the refund 
of demurrage charges, collected in 
accordance with carrier’s established 
practice, solely on the ground that 
the demurrage tariffs were not on 
file with the Commission when the 
—— accrued (Conf Rul); Oct 
23, p . 


DENEEN, Charles S., Governor, Illinois. 
Utterances: Declares development of 


state’s navigable waterways would 
lesson transportation and be a 
great benefit to the entire indus- 
trial system; Dec 4, p 578. 


DENVER, Colo. 


Class Rates, from Chicago, Ill., and 
St. Louis, Mo.: United States Cir- 
cuit court, northern district of Illi- 
nois, temporarily restrains the en- 
forcement of the order of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in 
Kindel vs N Y, NH &H,-151CC 
Rep, 555, reducing through rates to 
Denver; Aug 28, p 261 


Rate Adjustment: E. P. Costigan, 
attorney for the chamber of com- 
merce, urges that action be taken 
against the increase in class rates 
from Galveston to Denver on New 
York traffic; that Denver act inde- 
pendently in southwestern rate-bas- 
ing proposition; Sept 18, p 334. 


DES MOINES, la. 


Class Rates: Held, That proportional 
rates from Rock Island, Ill, to Des 
Moines, applicable on traffic orig- 
inating east of the TIllinois-Indiana 
state line, should not exceed the 
following: 


Group Merchandise. Classes. 
No. Origtg. at 1 2 s 4 5 
1Inc. New York.37 30 231%,19 13 
2Ine. Syracuse..35 30 23%218 131% 
3Ine, Pittsburg..40 31 26 20 138 
4Inc. Dayton....41% 33% 27 21 13 
5Inc, Saginaw..35 29 3 214 
6 Inc. Detroit....37 32 26 20 15 
7Inc. Grd. Rpds.37 32 26 19 14% 
8 Inc. Loganspt..40 33 28 21 14 
9Inc. Ft.Wayne.37 29 26 19 14 

10 Inc. Cincinnati.41 341% 30 23 14% 


Group Merchandise. Classes, 
No. Origtg. a FF £ Db &S 
1Inc. New York.16 13 12 10 7 
2Ine. Syracuse...15 13 12 10%9 
3 Inc. Pittsburg...164% 14 1214410 7 
4Inec. Dayton..... 16%15 13%11%9 
5Inc. Saginaw...15 12 10% 7%4% 
6 Inc. Detroit.....164%14%13 10 7% 
7 Ine, Grd. Rpds..16% 14% 12 9 6% 
8Ine. Loganspt...164%15 13 10 7% 
9Inc. Ft. Wayne.16 1314 12 91447 

10 Ine. Cincinnati.174%16 14%11%9 


Greater Des Moines Committee vs 
C, RI & P (1231); same vs C, R 
I & P et al (1289), 17 I C C Rep, 
54; July 17, p 105. 

—See also ‘“‘Courts—Federal.”’ 

Class Rates: Held, That first class 
rate from Chicago, Ill., should not 
exceed 60 cents; that other rates in 
effect, viz., second class, 50 cents; 
third, 40; fourth, 29; fifth, 23%; 
Class A, 28%; B, 23%; C, 19; D, 
15%, and E, 12% cents, are not 
unreasonable or unduly preferen- 
tial in favor of St. Paul and Minne- 
apolis, Minn. Greater Des Moines 
Committee vs C, RI & P (1285), 
17 I C C Rep, 57; July 17, p 106. 


“DES MOINES SPEECH.” 


See “Taft, Wm. H.” 


DAIRY PRODUCTS 
Refrigeration: A tariff fixing 15,000 


pounds as the carload minimum for 
which carriers would furnish icing 
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Dairy 


at its expenses on shipments des- 
tined to points east of the Illinois- 
Indiana state line: Held, Not un- 
reasonable. Swift & Co vs C & A 
eo ae 16 I C C Rep, 426; July 38, 
p 15. 


DIFFERENTIALS 
Diminish with Distance: Held, That 


differentials diminish with increas- 
ing distance and vanish with the 
mileage on which they are based 
becomes inconsiderable in proportion 
to the total mileage from _ basing 
points to destination. Williams vs 
Wicks, S & P et al (1827), 141 C 
C Rep, 482; July 3, p 1. 


DILLARD, J. C., Traffic Manager, Waco 


Freight Bureau. 


Utterances: Declares emergency rates 


on window glass and building ma- 
terial, recently adopted by Texas 
railroad commission, a great aid to 
Waco; Sept 4, p 288. 


DISCRIMINATION 
See also ‘Allowances,’ ‘Privileges, 


Special,’’ “Rebates” and “Stock 
Ownership.”’ 


Baggage: The discrimination involved 


in carrying the personal baggage of 
a passenger without extra charge is 
not undue as against the passenger 
without baggage, and is_ therefore 
not unlawful. Herbeck-Demer Co 
vs B & O et al (1824), 17 I C C 
Rep, 88; July 17, p 120. 


Car Service: Morrisdale Coal com- 


pany and Pennsylvania railroad 
agree to settle suit brought against 
the latter in the United States Dis- 
trict court, Philadelphia, Pa., alleg- 
ing discrimination in the matter of 
coal car distribution for a _ verdict 
awarding $67,156 damages to. the 
plaintiff; Nov 27, p 548. 
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der ‘‘Passenger Rates, Tariffs and 
Tickets.” 


Rates: United States Circuit Court 


of Appeals, Philadelphia, sustains 
verdict of trial court awarding In- 
ternational Coal Mining company 
$12,013.51 damages from the Penn- 
Sylvania railroad, it being charged 
that when the defendant advanced 
certain coal rates in 1898, it permit- 
ted operators then having contracts 
for the sale of coal F O B destina- 
tion to ship at the old rates, but 
charged those not having such con- 
tracts, including the complainant, 
the higher rates; Oct 16, p 400. 


When Not Forbidden: The Act to 


Regulate Commerce does not forbid 
all discrimination, but only that 
which is undue, Herbeck-Demer 
Co vs B & O et al (1824), 17 I C 
C Rep, 88; July 17, p 120. 


DISTANCE TARIFFS 
See ‘‘Tariffs.”’ 


DISTRIBUTION OF CARS 
See “Car Service.” 


DIVISIONS 
Failure to Agree Over Cannot Nullify 


Through Route: A through rate 
regularly published between two 
points and available under the tariff 
over several different routes is not 
nullified by the failure of the par- 
ticipating carriers to agree upon the 
divisions over that route. Germain 
Co vs N O & N E et al (1945), 
WZ ic € Rep,. 22; Jay iz,. p 321. 


Rate: See “Rates, Reasonableness of.’’ 


DOORS, Grain 
See “Car Service.” 


—Fairmount & Ohio Coal & Coke Co |pREDGING MACHINE 


and S. Hamilton file suit against the 
Baltimore & Ohio in the United 
States Circuit court at Philadelphia, 
Pa., alleging discrimination in car 
distribution to mines between 1902 
and 1908; damages asked; Dec 11, 
p 612. 

Coastwise Rail Rates: Vessel Owners’ 
and Captains’ association allege that 
carriers keep competitive rail rates 
at such low levels that sailing serv- 
ice is being killed; that number of 
vessels in coastwise service has 
py reduced 80 per cent; Oct 16, 
p 402. 

Contractual: No violation of the act 
can be predicated solely upon the 
fact that a carrier makes with one 
independent company a_— contract 
more favorable than with another 
for a sevice which that carrier is 
bound or undertakes to _ perform. 
The act deals only with the obliga- 
tion of carriers as carriers and in 
no way attempts to regulate or in- 
terfere with matters not involving 
their duties to shippers or passen- 
gers as such. Merchants’ Cotton 
Press & Storage Co et al vs Ill 
Cent et al (1402), 17 I C C Rep, 
98; July 17, p 93. 

Facilities: That one shipper may not 
enjoy at the hands of a _ carrier 
advantages denied to others is a 
principle asserted throughout’ the 
Act to Regulate Commerce and con- 
sistently enforced by the Commis- 
sion. Brook-Rauch Mill & Elevator 
Co vs Mo Pac et al (1597), 17 I C 
C Rep, 158: Aug 14, p 225. 

Identity of Ownership: A violation of 
the act is not established by merely 
showing that the owners of a ma- 
jority of the stock in a corporation 
which performs a certain service for 
a railroad at a compensation in- 
volving no more than a _ reasonable 
profit are also shippers of freight. 
Merchants’ Cotton Press & Storage 
Co et al vs Ill Cent et al (1402), 17 
I C C Rep, 98; July 17, p 93. 

Leases: The lease to one party, at a 
nominal rental, of facilities erected 
on the carrier’s right-of-way, such 
as an elevator, while contemporane- 
ously denying like privileges to les- 
see’s competitors, is unduly discrim- 
inatory and unlawful. Brook-Rauch 
Mill & Elevator Co vs Mo Pac et al 
oo” 17 I C C Rep, 158; Aug 14, 
p 225. 

Passenger Rates and Tickets: See un- 


See ‘‘Machinery.”’ 


DULUTH, Minn. 
See ‘‘Minnesota.”’ 


DUNN, Colonel W. B., Chief Inspector, 


Bureau for the Safe Transportation 
of Explosives, etc. 


Utterances: Addresses Western Rail- 


way club on explosive regulations 
now in effect; declares their effective 
enforcement is dependent upon close 
co-operation between carriers and 
shippers; that higher railroad offi- 
cials must see to it that the rules 
are respected and obeyed by all their 
employes; great strides being made 
and attitude of big shippers towards 
rules is very cordial; Dec 11, p 609. 


EARLING, A. J., President. Chicago, 


Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. 
Utterances: Declares outlook for Pu- 
get Sound railway rosy; predicts that 
new line will show an extremely low 
operating ratio; Oct 30, p 459. 


EARNINGS ' 


See also ‘Statistics’? and individual 
roads. 


Interstate Commerce Commission: Is- 
sues new income bulletin showing 
earnings of various systems for first 
nine months of fiscal year of 1909 
and comparisons with year preced- 
ing; Oct 9, p 387. 


Limitation of: See “Capitalization and 
Earnings” under “Special Articles.’”’ 


Must Be Adequate to Attract Capital: 
Prominent authority in the railway 
world expresses opinion that carriers 
are not opposed to a fair valuation 
of their property, but that the re- 
turns allowed upon railroad invest- 
ments must be sufficient to attract 
the capital necessary for the proper 
development of the _ transportation 
— of the country; Sept 26, 
Y 346. 


Thompson, Slason, Manager, Bureau 
of Railway News and_ “Statistics: 
Issues leaflet in which he _ states 
that earnings of carriers for first 
half of fiscal year of 1909 showed a 
loss when compared with corre- 
sponding figures in 1908, but that 
last half wiped out this deficit, leav- 
— a gain of $12,745,204; Sept 25, p 

9, 


ELECTRIC CONTROLLERS 
Classification: Electric 


s i controllers 
shipped with hoisting machinery are 
entitled to consideration as a part 
thereof. Otis Elevator Co vs N ¥ 
C & H R et al (1900 and 1906), 17 
I C C Rep, 3; July 10, p 74. 


ELEVATION 
See also ‘“‘Grain and Grain Products.” 
Nashville, Tenn.: Held, That the pay- 


ment of elevation allowances at 
Nashville, Tenn., such allowances 
not being made a points similarly 
situated, is unlawful and unduly dis- 
criminatory. Duncan & Co et al vs 
N C & St L et al (1698), 16 IC C 
Rep, 590; July 10, p 43, 


ELEVATOR GUIDES 
Classification: Held, That under tariffs 


in effect at time shipment moved, 
complainant’s carload of tie rails or 
elevator guides, shipped from Chi- 
cago, Ill., to Portland, Ore., should 
have been accorded structural steel 
and iron rates instead of machinery 
rates. Otis Elevator Co vs C Gt W 
. _ 16 I C C Rep, 502; July 
3, p = 


ELEVATORS 
Leasing, Discrimination in: Held, That 


the lease to competitor of the com- 
plainant, at a nominal rental, of an 
elevator erected by the defendants 
on their right-of-way at Argenta, 
Ark., was unjustly discriminatory 
against complainant and other grain 
dealers at Little Rock, Ark., and 
unlawful. Brook-Rauch Mill & Ele- 
vator Co vs Mo Pac et al (1597), 
17 I C C Rep, 158; Aug 14, p 225. 


EL PASO, Tex. 
Docket of the Commission: Chamber 


of commerce passes resolutions pro- 
testing against crowding the dockets 
of the Commission and the courts 
with trivial cases; Dec 18, p 643. 


EMPLOYES 
Free Transportation: It is not unlaw- 


ful to accord free transportation to 
the remains of an employe, who 
died while in the service of the car- 
rier, -and to the members of his 
family, lawfully entitled to such car- 
riage were he alive, to the place of 
interment and return to their homes 
(Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. 

—Family of: Upon inquiry whether 
an employe might be accorded free 
transportation for the remains of 
his wife after they had been tem- 
porarily interred, Held, That the de- 
ceased wife may be regarded as a 
member of the employe’s family un- 
til given permanent burial (Conf 
Rul); Oct 23, p 4381. . 
—Family of Deceased: An engineer, 
having finished his run for the day, 
was returning home via the line of 
another carrier, when he was killed. 
Held, That his employer might law- 
fully accord free transportation to 
his family (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 481. 


ESCH BILL 


National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners: Committee on safety ap- 
pliances recommends passage of bill 
introduced by Representative Esch 
of Wisconsin, providing for federal 
investigation of railway accidents; 
Nov 20, p 522, 

Purpose: Member of the House of 
Representatives denies that its pur- 
pose is any unwarranted interfer- 
ence with state rights; aim is to 
give the federal authorities concur- 
rent, not exclusive, jurisdiction with 
the states; need of investigation of 
accidents great; Dec 4, p 566. 


EVIDENCE 


Contracts: An agreement between 
carrier and shipper as to rates may 
be regarded and used as evidence 
of an admission as between the 
parties executing it, of strong evi- 
dentiary value, that the rate agreed 
upon is reasonable. Hood & Sons 
vs D & H (1053), 17 I C C Rep, 15; 
July 10, p 47. 


EXHIBITS 


Free Transportation: Free or reduced 
transportation may lawfully be ae- 
corded specimens of ore not to be 














Exhibits 


offered for sale, but intended ex- 
clusively for exhibition (Conf Rul); 
Oct 23, p 431 

—See ‘“‘Museums,”’ 


EXPEDITING ACT 
Certifying Cases to the Supreme 
Court: Cases certified under the ex- 
pediting act cannot be sent up the 
United States Supreme court by the 
lower courts without the entering 
of a final judgment or decree by 
said lower courts. B & OvsICC 
(U. S. Superior Court, No. 339— 
October Term, 1909); Dec 11, p 601. 


EXPENSE BILLS 
See “Bill of Lading.” 


EXPLOSIVES 

Dunn, Colonel W. B., Chief Inspector, 
Bureau for the Safe Transportation 
of Explosives and Other Dangerous 
Articles: Addresses Western Railway 
club on explosive regulations; de- 
clare their effective enforcement 
rests upon co-operation of shippers 
and carriers; that higher railroad 
Officials must see to it that these 
rules are respected and obeyed by 
their subordinates; reports’ great 
strides being made in the safe car- 
riage of explosives and praises the 
attitude shown by the big shippers 
toward the rules; Dec 11 p 609. 


EXPRESS AND EXPRESS RATES 

Amsterdam and Raquette Lake, N. Y., 
Rates between: Held, That merchan- 
dise rate should not exceed $1.45 
and that general specials should be 
adjusted in conformity therewith. 
Inman vs American Exp (N Y Pub 
Ser Com, 2d dis); Sept 4, p 288. 

Caretakers: Transportation Limited to 
Smoking Cars. See ‘“Caretakers.’’ 

Handkerchiefs: Held, That rate of 75 
cents from Borough of Manhattan, 
New York City, N. Y., to Borough 
of Bronx, N. Y.—said rate including 
collection and delivery service—is 
not unreasonable. Phillips & Hyman 
vs Adams Exp Co (N Y Pub Ser 
Com, 2d dis); Oct 2, p 370. 

Illinois: Judge Holdom, state Appel- 
late court, holds that provision of 
receipts limiting carriers’ liability 
to $50 where value of goods to be 
shipped is not stated is void and 
that companies are liable for the 
full value of the goods transported; 
Dec 18, p 642. 

Illinois: State railroad and warehouse 
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diction over these carriers; Aug 7, 
p 213. 
—See also under “‘TIllinois.’’ 

Long-and-Short Haul: Express com- 
panies must conform to the rule 
that the lowest combination of rates 
through any reasonable junction 
must be the maximum charge for 
the through haul. Boise Commercial 
Club vs Adams Exp Co et al (2016), 
17 ¥ © C Rep, 115; Jaly 17, p sv. 

Nebraska: State Supreme court adopts 
report of referee sustaining conten- 
tions of state and upholds constitu- 
tionality of the Sibley act reducing 
practically all intrastate rates 25 
per cent: Oct 2, p 360. 

—See “Sibley Act.” 

New Jersey: State railroad commis- 
sion holds that present statute gives 
it no jurisdiction over express lines, 
Elizaheth Board of Trade vs Adams 
and UW S Exp Cos; Dec 18, p 643. 

New York, N. Y., to Boise. Idaho: 
Held, That base rate of $12.50 is not 
unreasonable, but that violations of 
the long and short haul clause of 
the interstate commerce act, which 
arise under the application of the 
double graduate scale of charges on 
small packages. must be removed. 
Roise Commercial Cluh vs Adams 
Exp Co et al (2016), 17 I C C Rep, 
115; July 17, p 127. 

Prepay: Carrier may not lawfully 
make a difference in rates based 
upon the time of the payment of 
charges. Boise Commercial Club vs 
Adams Express Co et al (2016), 17 
I C C Rep, 115; July 17, p 127. 

Released: An agent of a shipper, not 

knowing the value of a dog to be 

shipped. declared its value at $500, 
although the animal was worth only 
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$15; charges were assessed on the 
declared valuation, but consignee 
declined to accept shipment and pay 
charges. Upon inquiry as to whether 
charges might be collected on the 
basis of the actual value of the dog, 
Held, That the shipper is responsible 
for the acts of his agent and that 
charges at the valuation given must 
A collected (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 
Subjecting Railroads to Commerce 
Act: A railroad, not otherwise sub- 
ject to the act, becomes subject to 
it and the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mission when it transports express 
matter for an express company sub- 
ject to the act (Conf Rul); Oct. 23, 


EXPORT RATES 


See ‘‘Rates.”’ 


FAIRCHILD, H.A., Commissioner, Wash- 


ington Railroad Commission. 

Utterances: Predicts downward revi- 
sion of Washington intrastate rates; 
Oct 16, p 412. 


FENCE POLES AND POSTS 


See ‘‘Posts and Poles.” 


FERTILIZERS 


Chicago, Ill., to Toledo, O.: Held, That 
rate on manure should not exceed $1 
per ton. Crane Bros vs C, H & D 
et al (2084), 16 I C C Rep, 571; July 
10, p 73. 

South Carolina: State railroad com- 
mission reduces intrastate rates about 
15 per cent; increases carload min- 


imum from 10 to 15 tons. (Aug 14, 
p 239.) Commission amends former 
order; makes some advances; re- 


duces minimum to ten tons; average 
reduction from original rates said to 
be about eight per cent, whereas 
previous order cut about 15 per cent; 
Nov 13, p 501. 


FIFTY-PER-CENT-PLUS RULE 


See ‘“‘Demurrage.”’ 


FINK, Henry, Chairman, Executive Com- 


mittee, Norfolk & Western Railroad: 


Utterances: Contrasts southern rail- 
road and industrial conditions of to- 
day with those prevailing fifty years 
ago; sees great future for’ the 
South; Nov 6, p 479. 


FLINT, Mich. 


Rate Adjustment: See “Saginaw Val- 


commission calls upon express com- ley. 
panies to file schedules of intrastate |—) orRIDA 
rates with the board; claims juris-| Alabama Rates: Pensacola, Fia., 


chamber of commerce takes up ques- 
tion of Alabama intrastate rates; 
alleges latter are so low that Pensa- 
cola is seriously affected; July 10, 
Pp 82. 


FLOUR 


See also “Grain and Grain Products.” 

Storage: Held, That competition at 
New York, N. Y., nonexistant at 
Philadelphia, Pa., justifies the car- 
riers in extending a longer free time 
at the former city. Brey vs P RR 
et al (1892), 16 I C C Rep, 497; July 
10, p 41. 


FOREIGN COUNTRY ADJACENT 


Tariffs, Concurrences of Carriers in: 
See under ‘‘Tariffs.’’ 


FORT DODGE, la. 


Chicago, Ill., Rates from: Held, That 
rates on classes and commodities 
and on West Virginia splint coal are 
not unjust or unreasonable relatively 
as compared with rates from Chi- 
iago to Des Moines, Ia., and Fort 
Dodge-Albert Lea, Minn.; that Fort 
Dodge is not unjustly discriminated 
against by the rate adjustment in 
auestion. Fort Dodge Commercial 
Club vs Ill Cent (2052); same vs Ill 
Cent et al (2182), 16 I C C Rep, 572; 
July 10, p 54. 


FORWARDERS, Freight 


See “Carloads. Consolidated.” 


FRANCIS, John, General Passenger 
Agent, Chicago, Burlington 
Quincy. 


Utterances: Delivers address at thirty- 
seventh annual convention of the 
American Association of Traveling 


Freight 





Pasenger Agents, in which he traces 
history of early passenger associa- 
tions and their efforts towards uni- 
formity in methods on all roads; 
Oct 16, p 400. 


FREE TRANSPORTATION 

Baggage: The discrimination involved 
in the carrying of the personal bag- 
gage of a passenger without extra 
charge is not undue as against a 
passenger without baggage and-° is 
not, therefore, unlawful. Herbeck- 
Demer Co vs B & O et al (1824), 
17 I C C Rep, 88; July 17, p 120. 

Caretakers: Where a shipment moves 
between two points over two con- 
necting lines and the delivering road 
has a direct through line between 
said points, it cannot free of charge 
return caretakers via its own direct 
route (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. 

Caretakers Limited to Smoking Cars: 
See “Caretakers.”’ 

Empiloye, Deceased, Family of: Free 
transportation may lawfully be ac- 
corded the family of a railroad em- 
ploye who is killed by the train of 
er carrier (Conf Rul); Oct 23, 
p . 

—Family of: Upon inquiry whether 
an employe might be accorded free 
transportation for the remains of his 
wife after they had been temporarily 
interred, Held, That this was law- 
ful; that the deceased wife may be 
regarded as a member of the em- 
ploye’s family until given permanent 
burial (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 431. 
-—Remains of and Family: It is not 
unlawful to accord free transporta- 
tion to the remains of a deceased 
employe and the members of his 
family, lawfully entitled to such car- 
riage were the employe alive, to the 
lace of interment and return to 
a homes (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 
Exhibitions: Ore specimens intended 
exclusively for exhibition and which 
are not to be offered for sale may 
be carried free of charge or at re- 
eee rates (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 


Museums: Free or reduced rates may 
lawfully be given on articles intended 
for exhibition at a museum, erected in 
a public park and partly by private 
subscriptions and supported partly by 
taxes and partly by the income on 
contributed funds, even though to 
raise additional funds admission is 
charged the public on certain days, 
admission being free other days 
(Conf Rul): Oct 23, p 433. 

Perishable Freight, Caretakers of: 
Shippers or their agents accompany- 
ing traffic to inspect the reicing of 
ears are not necessary caretakers 
within the meaning of the act and 
are not entitled to free transporta- 
tion (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 431. 

Prohibitions Against, Not Retroactive: 
Judge Austill, Superior court, Mad- 
ison, Ind., holds antipass clause of 
interstate commerce act does not 
invalidate contracts made prior to its 
enactment; Oct 30, p 457. 

Water Lines: It is permissible for rail 
and water carriers, other than: ocean, 
who unite in filing joint through 
rates with the Commission, to inter- 
change free transportation for their 
officers. agents and employes (Conf 
Rul); Oct 23, p 434. 


FREIGHT CLAIMS ASSOCIATION 

Convention: Eighteenth annual con- 
vention held at Old Point Comfort, 
Va., June 61-19; D. W. Mowatt, re- 
tiring president, urges closer scru- 
tiny of claims; would draw lines 
tight on doubtful demands; work of 
arbitration committee largely  in- 
creased; Professor H. C, Adams ad- 
dresses association—extracts from 
speech: change in rules; election of 
officers; July 10, p 83. 


FREIGHT FORWARDERS 
See “‘Carloads, Consolidated.” 


FREIGHT, Handling 
Harding. H. Mcl.., Vice-President, In- 
ternational Lecture Institute: Ad- 
dresses New York railroad club on 
the mechanical transshipment of rail- 
way and waterborne freight in New 
York harbor, declaring that millions 
could be saved annually by the sub- 
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stitution of mechanical for manual 
power; Dec 4, p 577. 

at Large Terminals: See 
“Package Freight.”’ 


FREIGHT, Perishable 
Caretakers: 


Shippers or their agents 
accompanying shipments of perish- 
able traffic to inspect the reicing of 
cars are not necessary caretakers 
within the meaning of the act, and 
are not entitled to free transporta- 
tion (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 431. 


FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 


Consolidated Carloads: See ‘Loading 
and Unloading.’’ 


Grapes, Malaga, Pittsburg, Pa., from 
Seaboard Cities: Held, That the fol- 
lowing rates are not unreasonable: 

To Pittsburg from— C.L.L.C.L. 
New York (including free. 
freightage at New York 


ea 39 45 
Philadelphia ......ccces eeedd 39 
Po errr 31 37 
Washington ........... | 37 


Connolly-Fanning Co et alvs PRR 
et al (1914), 17 I C C Rep, 283; Dec 
18, p 631. 


Lemons: Advance of 15 cents in rates 
from California points to stations in 
the Dakotas and Minnesota arouses 
fruit growers; feared to be the first 
step in a general advance in these 
rates; lower rates on lemons than 
on oranges, originally made to pre- 
vent discontinuance of industry in 
America; Oct 16, p 407. 

—See also under ‘Rate Advances.” 

Track Storage Charges: Pennsylvania 
State court holds that state law fixes 
demurrage charges at $1 per day and 
precludes the assessment of addi- 
heey track storage charges; July 17, 
p 141. 


FURNITURE 


Bath Tubs, Steel: Held, That minimum 
carload of 10,000 pounds, 40-foot car, 
transcontinental traffic, is reasonable. 
Montague & Co vs AT & S F et al 
o> 17 I C C Rep, 72; July 24, p 

Bedroom: Held, That carload minimum 
of 20,000 pounds, 40-foot car, released 
rate, from northern territory to Pa- 
cific coast terminals is not unreason- 
able; that minimum of 16,000 pounds 
from Carolina and Dalton territories, 
36-foot car, is not unreasonable. 
Montague & Co vs A T & S F et al 
(1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72; July 24, p 
153. 

Beds, Brass and Iron: Held, That car- 
load minimum, transcontinental traf- 
fic, 40-foot car, should not exceed 
24,000 pounds. Montague & Co vs 
AT & S F et al (1934), 17.1 C C 
Rep, 72; July 24, p 153. 

Beds, Folding: Held, That carload mini- 
mum of 20,000 pounds, 40-foot car, 
transcontinental traffic, is not un- 
reasonable, Montague & Co vs A T 
& S F et al (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 
72; July 24, p 153. 

Chairs and Chair Stock: Held, That 
carload minimum of 20,000 pounds, 
40-foot car, from northern territory 
to Pacific coast terminals is not un- 
reasonable. Montague & Co vs A T 
& S F et al (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72; 
July 24, p 153. 

Forwarding, Mixed Carloads: See ‘“Chi- 
cago Furniture Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation.”’ 

Mantels, Wood: Held, That carload 
minimum on transcontinental traffic 
should not exceed, for a 40-foot car, 
14,000 pounds. Montague & Co vs 
A T & S F et al (1934), 17 IC C 
Rep, 72; July 24, p 153. 

Mattresses and Springs: Held, That 
carload minimum of 20,000 pounds, 
40-foot car, from northern territory 
to Pacific coast terminals, is reason- 
able. Montague & Co vs A T&S 
F et al (19384), 17 I C C Rep, 72; 
July 24, p 153. 

Minimum Weights: A carload minimum 
for light and bulky articles like fur- 
niture should be such that the mini- 
mum can ordinarily be loaded, but 
the minimum is not necessarily un- 
reasonable because it occasionally 
happens that cars, although loaded to 

their full physical capacity, will not 
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contain it. Montague & Co vs A T 
& S F et al (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72; 
July 24, p 153. 

—Held, That carload minimum, 40- 
foot car, on new furniture in trans- 
continental traffic, is not unreason- 
able. Montague & CovsA T&S F 
et al (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72; July 
24, p 153. 

—Sliding Scale of: See 
“Weights, Carload Minimum.” 


Springs, Bed: See ‘Mattresses and 
Springs,’’ ante, 

Tables: Held, That carload minimum of 
24,000 pounds, 40-foot car, on trans- 
continental traffic is not unjust. 
Montague & Covs AT & S F et al 
— 17 I C C Rep, 72; July 24, p 
153. 


an Senator J. H., New Hamp- 
shire . 
Utterances: Declares freight rates in 
this country less than in the Old 
World; Oct 23, p 442. 


GASOLENE 
See ‘Petroleum and Its Products.”’ 


GEORGIA 

Classification: State railroad commis- 
sion issues circular 343, making 
changes in ratings on carriers, emp- 
ty returned, iron articles and smoke- 
stacks; Oct 30, p 460. 

Marking Freight: State railroad com- 
mission issues order relative to the 
acceptance of less-than-carload ship- 
ments of brick, etc., uncrated, when 
properly marked; Sept 4, p 282. 

McLendon: Judge Charlton, in quo 
warranto proceedings, orders rein- 
statement of Commissioner S. G. Mc- 
Lendon, ousted from railroad board 
by ex-governor, Hoke Smith; Nov 
6, p 475. 

Port Rates: State railroad commission 
announces a hearing to consider the 
question of port rates on cotton; 
Sept 25, p 345. 


under 


GRAIN and Grain Products 

See also ‘‘Elevators,’’ ‘‘Milling-in-Tran- 
sit,’’ and specific grains. 

Milwaukee, Wis., from Mississippi Riv- 
er, Intrastate: State railroad com- 
mission orders establishment of 12%- 
cent rate from Wisconsin-Missis- 
sippi river points to Milwaukee, Mil- 
waukee Chamber of Commerce vs C, 
B & Q et al (Wis R R Com); Aug 
14, p 235. 

Nebraska Points to St. Louis, Mo.: 
Held, That rates on wheat and corn 
from Talmage and Brock, Neb., to 
St. Louis should not exceed those in 
effect from Paul and Julian, Neb., to 
the same destination. Bartling Grain 
Co vs Mo Pac (1948), 16 I C C Rep, 
494; July 3, p 21. 

Rebilling at Nashville, Tenn.: Ship- 
ments moved into Nashville at the 
local rate, with no agreement be- 
tween carrier and shipper at point 
or origin for through carriage, no 
other destination than Nashville was 
named on the bill and upon deliv- 
ery to that point they lost their 
identity and were in every respect 
local shipments; Held, That the ex- 
tension of a rebilling at through rate 
from point of origin to ultimate des- 
tination privilege on the subsequent 
carriage of grain from Nashville op- 
erated as a device by which traffic 
might move at less than the lawful 
rate tariff rate and was unlawful. 
Duncan & Co et al vs NC & St. L 
et al (1698), 16 I C C Rep, 590; July 
10, p 43. 

Washington: State railroad commis- 
sion orders reduction of 
cent in intrastate grain rates on all 
lines of the Northern Pacific, except- 
ing the Washington Central branch, 
said cut being based on rates in ef- 
fect June 30, 1909; Oct 2, p 374. 


GRAIN DOORS 
See “Car Service.” 


GRAPES 
See “Fruits and Vegetables.” 


GREGSON, F. P., Traffic Manager, As- 
sociated Jobbers of Los Angeles, Cal. 
Act to Regulate Commerce: Favors 
elimination of state regulation and 


centralization of power in hands of 


Interstate ‘Commerce Commission; 
advocates augmenting Commission’s 
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power; decries rates based on phys- 
lcal valuation of railroads as im- 
practicable; Sept 11, p 289. 


GROUND IRON ORE 


See “Iron Ore, Ground.” 


GROUPING 


Jurisdiction: .Held, That while the 
grouping of one point with points 
in a certain group might be as strong- 
ly and logically defended as the ex- 
istence of the aforesaid group, the 
Commission cannot order this as a 
matter of law unless the present ar- 
arrangement is unjustly discrimina- 
tory against the point not included 
in the group. Commercial Club of 
Hattiesburg vs Ala Gt Sou et al 
G3): 16 I C C Rep, 534; July 10, 


GUNPOWDER 

Minimum Charge: Held, That to 
charge more on a shipment of 6,000 
pounds than assessable on a ship- 
ment of 10,000 pounds of the same 
commodity is unreasonable. Aetna 
Powder Co vs C, M & St P (2502), 
17 I C C Rep, 165; Dec 18, p 638. 


HANDKERCHIEFS 
See ‘‘Textiles.”’ 


HANDLING FREIGHT 
Package Freight: See 


“Package 
Freight.”’ 


HARAHAN, J. T., President, Illinois 
Central System Utterances: Reports 
car and crop conditions along his 
lines excellent; Sept 18, p 319. 
—Declares all the freight cars of his 
line are now in use; discusses equip- 
ment expenditures; Nov 13, p 502. 


HARDING, H. McL., Vice-President, In- 
ternational Lecture Institute. 
Utterances: Addresses Traffic Club of 
New York on_ handling package 
freight at terminals by electricity; 
declares that installation of ma- 
chinery to do work now being largely 
done by hand would result in great 
reduction in terminal handling ex- 
penses; Nov 6, p 472. 
—Addresses New York Railroad club 
on the mechanical transshipment of 
railway and water-borne freight in 
New York harbor, declaring that 
millions could be saved annually by 
the substitution of mechanical for 
manual power; Dec 4, p 577. 


HARLAN, James S., Interstate Com- 
merce Commissioner. 

National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners: Comments on report to 
be made by committee to consider 
changes in commerce act; illustrated 
with photograph; Oct 23, p 418. 


HARRIMAN, E. H. 

Decease: Dies at Arden, N. Y., Sep- 
tember 10, age 61; a power in the 
railroad world; essentially a recon- 
structionist, always putting his lines 
in first-class physical condition; Sept 
11, p 304. 


HATTIESBURG, Miss. 

Rate Adjustment: Held, That while 
the grouping of Hattiesburg with 
Jackson and Meridian, Miss., might 
be as strongly and logically defended 
as the present Jackson-Meridian 
group, the Commission is unable to 
find discrimination that is unjust in 
the present rate status and that can 
be removed by any lawful, effective 
and enforceable order. Commercial 
Club of Hattiesburg vs Ala Gt Sou 
et al (1316), 16 I C C Rep, 534; July 
10, p 59. 


HAY 
Deming, N. M., to Bisbee, Ariz.: Held, 
That rate on alfalfa hay should not 
exceed $3.80 per net ton. Darbyshire 
& Evans vs El Paso & S W (1981 
rr 16 I © C Rep, 435; July 3, 


El Paso, Tex., to Bisbee and Douglas, 
Ariz.: Held, That rate on alfalfa hay 
should not exceed $4.50 per net ton. 
Darhyshire & Evans vs El Paso & 
S W (1981 and 2090), 16 I C C Rep, 
435; July 3, p 29. 
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HELM, A. E. 

Utterances: Addresses Trans-Missis- 
sippi Commercial Congress on south- 
western freight rates; asks that pres- 
ent basing system be abolished; en- 
dorses basing rates and _ routing 
trans-Mississippi traffic via the Gulf 
and declares the latter method would 
benefit the southwestern carriers as 
well as the shippers; Sept 11, p 306. 


HEPBURN, Wm., Ex-Congressman, Iowa, 
Utterances: Addresses Railway Busi- 
ness association on “Popular Senti- 
ment and Railroad  Legislation;’’ 
declares that strict observance of the 
present statutes governing railroads 
will be carriers’ price of freedom 
from the enactment of further re- 
strictive measures; Dec 4, p 574. 


HEPBURN ACT 
See “Act to Regulate Commerce.” 


HOCKING VALLEY RAILWAY 
See ‘‘Combinations’’ and ‘‘Ohio—Com- 
binations.”’ 


HOGDON, Wm., Freight Traffic Manager, 
Pennsylvania Lines. 

National Association of Freight Traffic 
Agents: Addresses convention, advo- 
cating co-operation and harmony in 
dealings with shippers; solicitors 
must have a broad knowledge of 
freight rate structure, must be gen- 
tlemen and diplomats; Aug 28, p 276. 


HOUSEHOLD GOODS 

Spokane, Wash., to Medford, Ore.: Held, 
That rate of $1.11, as compared with 
Ji-cent rate in effect from Spokane 
to San Francisco, Cal.—Medford be- 
ing an intermediate point—is not 
unjust or unreasonable, water com- 
petition influencing the latter rate. 
Rogers vs O R & N et al (2093), 16 
I C C Rep, 424, July 3, p 30. 


IDENTITY OF OWNERSHIP 
See ‘“‘Stock Ownership.”’ 


ILLINOIS 

Classification: State railroad commis- 
sion issues docket of proposed 
changes in classification to be con- 
sidered at a meeting to be held at 
Chicago, September 8; digest of 
same; Aug 21, p 255. 

—State railroad and warehouse com- 
mission issues docket of subjects to 
be considered at a meeting to be 
held Jan 5, 1910; great atention de- 
voted to consideration of rules; di- 
gest of subjects docketed; Dec 25, 
p 680. 

Express: State railroad commission is- 

sues orders calling upon express com- 
panies to file tariffs on intrastate 
rates; claims jurisdiction over these 
earriers (Aug 7, p 213). Commission 
gives notice of meeting to be held in 
Chicago November 4, to hear all per- 
sons interested in the question of 
determining reasonable maximum in- 
trastate express rates (Oct 16, p 405). 
—State railroad and warehouse com- 
mission holds hearing on intrastate 
express rates; commercial organiza- 
tions attack manner of conducting 
express business; allege rates in Illi- 
nois are higher than in other states; 
Nov 13, p 500. 
—Judge Holdom, Appellate court, 
holds that provision of express com- 
panies’ receipts limiting their liability 
to $50 where no value is stated on 
the goods to be shipped is void and 
that companies are liable for full 
value of goods transported. Ellison 
et al vs Adams Exp Co; Dec 18, p 
642. 

Switching: Chicago, Indiana & South- 
ern asks state railroad commission 
to be relieved from obeying switch- 
ing rule 23; Dec 18, p 642. 


ILLUMINATING OILS 
See “Petroleum and Its Products.” 


IMPORT RATES 
See ‘‘Rates.”’ 


IMPORT RATE WAR 
See “Rate Wars.” 


INDIANA 
Accidents: Quarterly report of state 
railroad commission for three months 
ending Sept 30 shows no fatalities 
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Car Interchange: See ‘‘Decisions,”’ post. 
Complaints: Commercial Club of Rich- 


Decisions: State railroad commission 


Express: Judge Heaton, Superior court, 


Free Transportation: Suit is instituted 


Vandalia Railroad: Judge Anderson, 


INJUNCTIONS 
See ‘‘Appeals.”’ 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMIS- 
SION 


Accident Bulletins: See ‘‘Accidents.”’ 
Allowances: Commission institutes in- 


Annual Report: Caqmmission submits 


Demurrage, Uniform Code of Rules: 


Docket: El] Paso, Tex., chamber of 


to passengers on steam roads and 


3 on iInterurbans; large increases, 
however, in the number of injuries; 
steam roads kill 47 trespassers; Dec 
18, p 647. 


mond asks state railroad commission 
to issue an order compelling freight 
interchange at Richmond between the 
Chicago, Cincinnati & Louisville and 
the Panhandle; July 3, p 35. 


hands down order in matter of car 
interchange between Pittsburg, Cin- 
cinnati, Chicago & St. Louis and Chi- 
cago, Cincinnati & Louisville rail- 
ways at Richmond; holds former 
must interchange, but that latter 
should pay switching charge of $4 
per car to compensate Panhandle for 
the use of latter’s terminals on com- 
petitive traffic; Oct 9, p 378. 

—State railroad commission reduces 
rates on coal, sand and gravel from 
New Albany to points on the Chi- 
cago-Louisville and Indianapolis di- 
visions of the Chicago, Indianapolis g 
Louisville railway. Slider vs CI & 
L (Aug 14, p 241). Commission de- 
nies application of defendant for re- 
hearing, but makes certain conces- 
sions as to carload minimums (Sept 
4, p 286). Chicago, Indianapolis & 
Louisville files suit in Federal court 
asking that state railroad commission 
be enjoined from enforcing New AIl- 
bany rate order; Oct 2, p 362. (See 
“‘Courts, Federal.’’) 


Fort Wayne, sustains demurrers of 
express companies to suits instituted 
by the state railroad commission to 
compel free deliveries within cities 
beyond the arbitrary limits estab- 
lished by the express companies; 
eases to go to state Supreme court; 
Oct 30, p 447. 


against the Evansville Suburban & 
Newburg Electric railroad alleging 
violation of Indiana anti-pass law; 
Aug 7, p 220. 

—Judge Austill, Superior court, Madi- 
son, holds anti-pass law of interstate 
commerce act does not invalidate 
contracts made prior to its enact- 
ment; Oct 30, p 457. 




















United States District court, approves 
report of Special Master Butler sus- 
taining allegations of Vandalia rail- 
road that order of state railroad 
commission prohibiting carrier from 
charging higher intrastate class rates 
between Indianapolis and the Illinois 
state line than those fixed by In- 
diana board would produce revenue 
insufficient to pay operating ex- 
penses; July 17, p 141. 


vestigation upon its own motion into 
the question of allowances for trans- 
fer by water at New York City; Dec 
18, p 642. 


annual report for the year 1909; rec- 
ommends that the Interstate Com- 
merce Law be amended so as to au- 
thorize a physical valuation of railway 
properties under the Commission’s di- 
rection, to suspend a rate advance 
pending an investigation into its 
reasonableness, power to_- establish 
additional through routes, where a 
route already exists, giving the ship- 
per the right to control the routing 
of his traffic. making certain the 
right of the Commission to institute 
investigations on its own motion and 
giving the Commission control over 
railroad capitalization: review of 
other features of the report of in- 
terest from the traffic standpoint; 
Dec 25, p 669. 








Commission endorses code adopted by 
the National Association of Railway 
Commissioners, subject to its right 
to inquire into the reasonableness 
of any rule that may be made the 
subject of complaint; Dec 25, p 683. 


commerce passes resolutions protest- 
ing against the tendency of some 
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shippers to crowd the docket of the 
Commission and of the courts with 
trivial cases; Dec 18, p 643. 

Earnings, Railroad: Commission issues 
new income bulletin showing income 
of various systems for first nine 
months of fiscal year of 1909 and 
comparisons with year preceding; 
Oct 9, p 387. 

—See also ‘Statistics.’ 

Examiners: United States Civil Service 
commission announces examination to 
secure eligibles as examiners and 
clerks with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; announcement in full; 
Oct 23, p 438. 

‘Milling-in-Transit: Commission  an- 
nounces that, beginning Jan 14, 1910, 
with a session at Washington, D. C., 
followed by supplementary hearings 
in other cities, an investigation into 
the entire question of milling-in- 
transit will be held; Dec 25, p 668. 

Orders: Issues notice to carriers warn- 
ing them to comply promptly with 
— of the Commission; Dec 25, 
p . 

Organization: Departmental organiza- 
tion described; work of different di- 
visions and executive head of each 
given; Oct 2, p 368; Nov 6, p 478. 

Procedure in Formal Cases: Commis- 
sion prescribes rules governing con- 
solidation of complaints, hearings and 
reports; claims for reparation and 
the treatment of claims for refunds 
based upon decisions of the Com- 
mission and filed by complainants not 
parties to the original proceedings 
(Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 435. 

Reparation, Informal Awards: Issues 
new rules governing the handling of 
informal awards; makes. certain 
modifications as to time rates must 
be maintained, group and commodity 
relations and typographical errors in 
tariffs; intimates that conditions of 
award will be more stringent after 
September 1, 1909 (Conf Rul); July 
17, p 134. 


NTERSTATE COMMERCE LAW 


See ‘‘Act to Regulate Commerce.” 


INTERVIEWS 


See “‘Utterances.’’ 


IOWA 


Classification: Commission eliminates 
“or in pails with tight wooden cov- 
ers,’’ from description of sulphur and 
sulphur candles gin state classifica- 
tion—Supplement 3 to No. 14; July 
17, p 142. 

Coal, Transferring: Judge Barker, Dis- 
trict court, Davenport, holds rule of 
the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
declining to accept coal, originating 
in Illinois, at this city for trans- 
portation to Iowa points, when loaded 
in foreign cars, a matter affecting 
interstate commerce and beyond the 
—— of the court; Nov 6, p 

Complaints: G, A. Wrightman asks 
state board to issue an order defining 
switching limits and switching rates; 
Nov 6, p 481. 

—Iowa Beet Sugar company files ap- 
plication for a special rate on sugar 
beet pulp; Nov 6, p 481. 

—Sixteen complaints filed with the 
state railroad commission during the 
two weeks ending October 29; seven 
relate to freight matters and three 
to delays in transit; number of com- 
plaints filed concerning station and 
train service; Nov 6, p 481. 

—Eight cases filed with state rail- 
road commission for week ending 
November 5; one involves delay in 
transit, another, the refusal of car- 
rier to accept certain shipments of 
oats; three station facilities; one, 
drainage, and two applications to 
condemn lands; Nov 13, p 498. 
—Eleven complaints filed during the 
week ending November 12; Fairbanks, 
Morse & Co. ask reduced rating on 
scale frames; commercial club of 
Cedar Rapids allege discrimination in 
express fruit rates; Nov 20, p 538. 
—Ten petitions lodged with state 
railroad commission during week 
ending November 12; National Petro- 
leum allege refusal of Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific to accept shipments 
of petroleum and its products; Clin- 
ton Manufacturers’ & Shippers’ as- 
sociation complain of transfer charge 
at Dubuque; reduction in rates on 
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Decisions: State railroad commission 





seed corn; grain and potatoes asked; 
Nov 27, p 562. 

—Number of complaints for week 
ending November 26 shows falling 
off from previous weeks; seven com- 
plaints filed; petitioners complain of 
delay in transit, delay in furnishing 
ears, discrimination in transferring 
ears and lack of track connections; 
Dec 4, p 579. 

—Ten complaints filed with the state 
commission during week ending De- 
cember 3; complaints involved, among 
other things, loss and delay in tran- 
sit, refusal to furnish refrigerator 
cars, express rates, refusal to accept 
oil shipments and application of 
classification rule; Dec 11, p 608. 
—Nine complaints are filed with the 
state railroad commission for the 
week ending December 10; cases in- 
volve loss in transit, reductions in 
classification, stock yards facilities 
and conditions, routing, land con- 
demnation, drainage and _ station 
service; Dec 18, p 642. 

—Eight petitions lodged with the 
Commission during the week ending 
Dee 17; classification on depilatory 
asked; car service, contamination of 
express shipments and the refusal of 
express carriers to accept shipments 
of currency on night trains among 
the subjects at issue; Dec 25, p 678. 


IRON ORE, Ground 

Iron Ridge, Wis., to Points in Central 
Freight, Trunk Line and Western 
Trunk Line Association Territories: 
Held, That rates, in so far as they 
are governed by the Official and 
Western classifications, to the fol- 
lowing points, to wit: Anderson, 
Evansville, Indianapolis, Jefferson- 
ville, Michigan City and South Bend, 
Ind.; Burlington, Cedar Rapids, Clin- 
ton, Davenport, Des Moines, Du- 
buque, Fairfield, Oskaloosa and Sioux 
City, Ia.; Batavia, Chicago, Fulton, 
Galesburg, Moline, Mount Vernon, 
Peoria and Springfield, Ill.; Detroit, 
Grand Rapids and Lansing, Mich; 
Mankato, Minneapolis, St. Paul and 
Winona, Minn.; Kansas City, St. 
Joseph and St. Louis, Mo.; Lincoln 
and Omaha, Neb.; Hendersonville, 
Hickory, Louisville and Owensboro, 
Ky.; Pittsburg, Pa.; Wheeling, W. 
Va., and Cambridge, Canton, Cincin- 
nati, Cleveland, Columbus, Dayton, 
Marietta, Niles, Springfield, Tiffin, 
Toledo, Troy and Youngstown, O., 
should not exceed, when subject to 
Official Classification ratings, sixth 
class; when subject to Western, Class 
D. Winters Metallic Paint Co vs C 
M & St P et al (1600-1-2-4-5-6-7), 16 
I C C Rep, 587; July 10, p 65. 


IRWIN, Robert W., President, Michigan 
Shippers’ Association. 

Utterances: Speaks before conference 
of shippers and railroad traffic of- 
ficials in behalf of a readjustment of 
the rate basis in western Michigan; 
declares that the commerce of that 
section has outgrown the old rate 
relationship; Sept 18, p 327. 


JACKSON, Luis, Industrial Commis- 
sioner, Erie Railroad. 

Utterances: Declares that advance in 
freight rates may become necessary 
in short time; defends McCain pam- 
phlet; Nov 13, p 501. 


JOHNSON, Wm., General Western Agent, 
Anchor Line. 

Chicago: Writes that city is fast losing 
commerce through indifference’ to 
water-borne traffic; that her harbor 
and warehouse facilities are inade- 
quate; points out opportunities for 
development; Sept 4, p 286. 





































denies applications of carriers for 
higher rates on candy, confectionery, 
hides and leather in rolls; makes live 
stock cars 31-foot minimum until 
June, 1910; reduces express rates on 
cream; Aug 7, p 220. 
—Commission closes seven freight 
cases during the two weeks ending 
October 29; list of cases and memo- 
om of action taken; Nov 6, p 
a. 
—State railroad commission closes 
six cases during week ending No- 
vember 5, two of which affected 
freight matters, viz., delay in transit 
and failure to furnish car promptly; 
memorandum of action taken; Nov 
13, p 498, 
—State railroad commission closes 
eleven cases during week ending 
December 3; five related to station 
facilities and defendant carrier in 
each instance agreed to satisfy the 
causes of the complaint; the other 
cases, also satisfactory adjusted, in- 
volved switching service, delay in 
transit, removal of an elevator from 
Charles City and alleged refusal of 
carrier to furnish a site for a port- 
able grain loader; Dec 11, p 608. 
—State railroad commission closes 
seventeen cases during the week 
ending December 10; complaint of 
National Petroleum association in 
refusal of carriers to accept oil ship- 
ments” satisfactorily adjusted; free 
express delivery limits within Du- 
buque extended: other cases all 
satisfactorily settled; Dec 18, p 642. 
—Held, That hauling from industries 
located contiguous to cities is per- 
formed by switch engines and 
crews, it is not necessary to ap- 
vly the Commissioners’ rates, but 
lower switching charges may be as- 
sessed without affecting the mileage 
schedule; further, that it is not un- 
just discrimination for one railroad 
to make a lower rate per ton per 
mile than some other railway may 
charge for the same or similar ser- 
vice. Haskins et alvs C & N W et 
al; Dec 25, p 673. 

Express: State commission reduces ex- 
press rates on cream; joint rates not 
to exceed 80 per cent of the sum of 
the locals; Aug 7, p 220. 


Jurisdiction: State railroad commission 
holds that under law providing that 
all intrastate rates shall be just and 
reasonable, it has power to advance 
as well as lower carriers’ charges; 
Sept 4, p 290. 

Live Stock: State railroad commission 
fixes car minimum at 31 feet until 
June 1, 1910; Aug 7, p 220. 

Passenger Rates: Judge Smith Mc- 
Pherson, United States District court, 
temporarily enjoins two-cent passen- 
ger fare law with respect to the 
Cedar Rapids & Iowa City Railway & 
Light company; Dec 4, p_ 566. 

Switching, Industrial: See under ‘“De- 
cisions,’’ ante. 




































JOHNSON, Professor Emory, University 
of Pennsylvania. 

Utterances: Declares states, cities and 
railways should co-operate in the de- 
velopment of the country’s water- 
ways; discusses European conditions; 
Nov 6, p 478. 


JOHNSTON, J. H., Traffic Manager, Ok- 
lahoma Traffic Association. 
Utterances: Takes issue with Vice- 
President Culp, of the Southern rail- 
way, as to justice of basing point 
system of rate-making in southeast- 
ern states; Oct 9, p 384. 


JURISDICTION OF THE INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE COMMISSION 
See also ‘‘Act to Regulate Commerce.” 


Carriers: A railroad not otherwise sub- 
ject to the act to regulate commerce 
becomes subject to it and the juris- 
diction of the Commission when it 
transports express matter for an ex- 
press company that is subject to the 
act (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 434. 


Contracts: No violation of the act can 
be predicated solely upon the fact 
that a carrier makes with one in- 
dependent company a contract more 
favorable than with another for a 
service which that carrier is bound 
or undertakes to perform. The act 
deals only with the obligation of car- 
riers as carriers, and in no way at- 
tempts to regulate or interfere with 
matters not involving their duties to 
shippers or passengers as such. Mer- 
chants’ Cotton Press & Storage Co 
et al vs Ill Cent et al (1402), 17 ICC 
Rep, 98: July 17, p 93. 

—The Commission has no authority 
to approve or enforce an agreement 
between carrier and shipper, nor will 
it undertake to construe such an 
agreement nor to say that a tariff 
shall be issued in compliance there- 
with, Hood & Sons vs D & H 
_ 17 I C C Rep, 15; July 10, p 

















































Grouping: Held, That while the group- 
ing of one point with points in a 
certain group might be as _ strongly 
and logically defended as the exist- 
ence of the aforesaid group, the 
Commission cannot order this as a 
matter of law unless the present ar- 
rangement is unjustly discriminatory 
against the point not so grouped. 
Commercial Club of Hattiesburg vs 
Ala Gt Sou et al (1316), 161 CC 
Rep, 534; July 10, p 59. 

Interstate Carriers: Every carrier by 
railroad that participates in the car- 
riage of a shipment of interstate 
character (q v) or that performs any 
part of the transportation in the 
continuous passage from a point of 
origin in one state to a point of 
destination in another state is en- 
gaged in interstate commerce and 
subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Act. Hood & Sons vs D & H (1053), 
17 I C C Rep, 15; July 10, p 47. 

Interstate Commerce Commission, Ap- 
peal from Decisions of: See under 
“Courts, Federal—Reparation.” 

Laches, Shippers’: Where a_ shipper 
fails to insist upon a carrier’s ad- 
hering strictly to the terms of its 
published schedules and by this 
laches incurs extra charges, he can- 
not receive relief at the hands of 
the Commission. Crosby & Meyers 
vs Goodrich Transit et al (2588), 17 
I C C Rep, 175; Dec 4, p 568. 

Non-Tariff Charges: Where a _ trans- 
portation service has been rendered 
for which no tariff authority what- 
ever exists and where the shipper 
has paid the sum claimed by the car- 
rier for that service, the Commission 
has jurisdiction to inquire what was 
a reasonable charge for the service 
and to order the repayment of what- 
ever the carrier has collected over 
and above such reasonable charge. 
Memphis Freight Bureau vs K C 
Sou et al (1924), 17 I C C Rep, 90; 
July 17, p 113. 

Rates: The fixing of rates is a legis- 
lative function that should not be in- 
terfered with by the judiciary unless 
some legal, constitutional or natural 
right has been violated by said act. 
P&RvsICcC (U S Cir Ct, el d, 
Pa.): Dee 4, p 581. 

Side Tracks, Construction of: Held, 
That the Commission has no au- 
thority to order the construction of a 
private side track by a railroad com- 
pany, but that its authority is lim- 
ited to ordering a carrier to make 
“a switch connection”? with a private 
side track. Winters Metallic Paint 
Co vs C, M & St P (1601), 16 IC C 
Rep, 587: July 10. p 65. 

Street Railways: Street railways en- 
gaged in the interstate transporta- 
tion of passengers are common car- 
riers and are therefore amenable to 
the terms and jurisdiction of the 
Act to Regulate Commerce and the 
jurisdiction of the Commission. West 
End Improvement Club vs Omaha & 
CB Rv & Bridge Co (1004), 1I7I CC 
Rep, 239; Dec 18, p 622. 


JURISDICTION OF THE UNITED 
STATES SUPREME COURT 
Original: The original jurisdiction of 
the United States Supreme court is 
confined to those cases specified in 
the Constitution; in all others, its 
jurisdiction must be appellate. B & 
OvsICC (US Sup Ct, No. 339— 
October Term, 1909); Dec 11, p 601. 


KANAWHA @& MICHIGAN RAILWAY 
See “Combinations” and ‘‘Ohio—Com- 
binations.”’ 


KANSAS 

Complaints: Anderson-Armstrong Com- 
mission company charges’ United 
States Express company with dis- 
criminating against Topeka in favor 
of Wichita; July 17, p 141. 

Decisions: Petition alleging that de- 
fendant’s rates were unduly dis- 
criminatory against Hutchinson and 
in favor of Wichita dismissed. 
Hutchinson Commercial Club vs A T 
& S F; July 24, p 168. 

Express: Complaint is lodged with 
state railroad commission alleging 
unreasonable rates on dressed poul- 
try from ‘‘chicken belt’’ to western 
and southwestern states; Kansas 
board petitioned to lay matter before 
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the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion (Sept 11, p 298). Commission 
decides to send complaint to Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. Sept 
18, p 337. 

—John §S, Dawson, attorney for the 
state railroad commission, files com- 
plaint with that body asking a re- 
duction of 50 per cent on intrastate 
express rates on farm implements 
and farm products and 25 per cent 
on all other express traffic (Sept 25, 
p 352). Express companies file an- 
swer to Dawson complaint, denying 
allegations and denying jurisdiction 
of the state railroad commission in 
the matter (Oct 23, p 439). Ques- 
tion of jurisdiction in Dawson case 
hangs upon construction of word 
“schedule;’’ defendants contend it 
means train and not rate schedule; 
commission takes case under ad- 
visement (Nov 6, p 479). Commis- 
sion decides it has jurisdiction to in- 
vestigate schedules of express rates 
(Nov 27, p 542). 

Pullman Rates: State railroad commis- 
sion serves notice that intrastate 
rates must be as low as those in ef- 
fect in Oklahoma. (Oct 23, p 439.) 
Reported that Pullman company has 
agreed to make reductions in berth 
and seat charges; Dec 25, p 681. 

Rates, Basing System: State railroad 
commission finishes investigation of 
rates into Kansas; declares basing 
of rates on the Missouri river dis- 
criminatory against interior Kansas 
centers and preferential to Missouri 
river cities; recommends that matter 
be taken before the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; Sept 4, p 289. 
—Commodity: Comparison of intra- 
state rates on cattles, hogs and wheat 
shows Kansas enjoys better rates 
than any neighboring commonwealth 
except Illinois, while tonnage is 
among the lowest; July 24, p 172. 

Southwestern Shippers’ Traffic Associa- 
tion: State railroad commission an- 
nounces that it will intervene in 
case to be brought by the association 
before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission for a readjustment of south- 
western rates; Sept 18, p 336. 


KENTUCKY 

Decisions: State commission reduces 
rates on leather from Ashland to 
Frankfort from 34 to 26 cents; Aug 
14, p 242. 

Louisville: Chairman Siler of the state 
railroad commission announces that 
board will take up the matter of the 
alleged discrimination in rates against 
Louisville in favor of Cincinnati, O.; 
Dec 4, p 570. 


“KINDEL CASE” 
See “‘Class Rates—Denver’ and ‘Courts, 
Federal.’’ 


KINDEL, George J. 

Class Rates: Attempts to restrain ad- 
vance in rail and water rates from 
i New York, N. Y., to Denver, Colo., 
via Galveston, Tex.; application for 
an injunction denied by Judge Lewis, 
United States District court, Denver, 
on ground that matter should be 
taken before the Interstate Com- 

merce Commission; Aug 21, p 248. 





















































































KNAPP, Martin A., Chairman, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 
Utterances: Predicts red-letter year 
for railroads, but fears possible car 
shortage; Aug 28, p 276. 


LACHES 
See ‘‘Reparation.”’ 


LADDER FRAME, Steel 

Classification: Under transcontinental 
tariffs, a steel ladder frame, a neces- 
Sary part of a dredge, is entitled only 
to the machinery rate, not to the 
rate on structural steel or on iron 
and steel articles. Link-Belt Co vs 
Cc &N W et al (2096), 16 I C C Rep, 
566; July 10, p 75. 


LAKE COMMERCE 
Traffic Reports: See “Statistics.” 


LANE, Franklin K., Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner. 
National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners: Commissioner Lane to 
report on car service rules at twenty- 
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first annual convention of that asso- 


Nov 13, p 486. 


Utterances: Gives out interview in 
which approval of the changes in the 


by President Taft in his Des Moines, 


control of securities; Oct 2, p 362. 


LEASED LINES 
Responsibility for Tariffs and Concur- 


LEASES 
Discriminatory: The lease to one party, 


LEATHER 
Ashland, Ky., to Frankfort, Ky., Intra- 


LEGISLATION, National, Proposed 
See also ‘‘Act to Regulate Commerce.” 
Bills of Lading: See “Bill of Lading.’’ 
National Association of Railway Com- 


LEHMAN, F. J., President, American Bar 


Utterances: Addresses association on 








Loss-in-Transit 









ciation; illustrated with photograph; 


interstate commerce act as proposed 


Ta., speech, q v, is given; merit seen 
in interstate commerce court; favors 


rences: See ‘Tariffs, Lessee Road 
Not Serving as Common Carrier.’’ 


at a nominal rental, of facilities 
erected on the carrier’s right-of-way, 
such as an elevator, while contem- 
poraneously denying like privileges to 
lessee’s competitors, is unduly dis- 
criminatory and _ unlawful. Brook- 
Rauch Mill & Elevator Co vs Mo Pac 
et al (1597), 17 I C C Rep, 158; Aug 
14, p 225. 


state: State railroad commission re- 
duces rate to 26 cents on complaint 
of the Ashland Leather Company (Ky 
R R Com); Aug 14, p 242. 


missioners: Committee, at twenty- 
first annual convention of association, 
discusses progress made in harmoniz- 
ing various state and federal statutes 
governing transportation; declares aim 
is uniformity in purpose of laws 
rather than mere identity of lan- 
—-- Report given in full; Nov 27, 
p i 


Association. 


new corporation tax law; condemns 
holding companies as worse than 
trusts; sees hope in taxing power; 
Sept 4, 291. 


LEMONS 
See ‘Fruits and Vegetables.”’ 
Rates, Advance in: See “Rate Ad- 


vances.”’ 


LESS THAN CARLOAD RATES 
See ‘“‘Rates, Any Quantity.” 


LIABILITY 
See ‘‘Carriers.”’ 


LIGHTERAGE 
See also ‘‘Allowances.”’ 
Identity of Ownership: The identity of 


ownership between a lighterage com- 
pany and an adjoining refinery is a 
relationship that should be subjected 
to the closest scrutiny. Federal Su- 
gar Refining Co vs B & O et al 
— 17 I C C Rep, 40; July 17, 
p 99. 


Sugar: Held, That by their lighterage 


regulations, carriers on the Jersey 
side have, in the only available man- 
ner, extended their lines to New 
York, but such extension results from 
the exercise of business discretion, 
not from compliance with the re- 
quirements of the Act to Regulate 
Commerce, and by such_ extension 
said carriers incur no liability, under 
the act, to extent their lines to 
Yonkers or other near-by communi- 
ties. Federal Sugar Refining Co vs 
B & O et al (1082), 17 I C C Rep, 
40; July 17, p 99. 

—New complaint of Federal Sugar 
Refining company expected to renew 
whole question; Oct 16, p 405. 


LIME 


Substitution of Tonnage in Transit: It 
is unlawful to partially unload lime 
in transit, substitute an equivalent 
tonnage of cement or plaster and 
then send forward, assessing charges 
at final destination in accordance 

with rate on line from original point 

of origin (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 432. 


LINCOLN, J. C., President, National In- 


dustrial Traffic League. 


See also ‘‘National Industrial Traffic 


League.” 


Biography: Brief sketch of business 


career; photograph; Oct 9, p 389. 


Rate Advance: Writes W. C. Brown, 


president of the New York Central 
lines, in regard to talk of increased 
rates in Official Classification terri- 
tory; President Brown replies that 
his lines are not even considering 
the question of increased rates; Oct 
30, p 446. 


Utterances: Addresses National Asso- 


ciation of Railway Commissioners on 
“Amendments of Laws and of Rail- 
way Rules and Regulations Required 
by Shipping Interests;’’ speech in full; 
Nov 27, p 548. 

—For fuller treatment see under 
‘National Association of Railway 
Commissioners.”’ 


Utterances: Addresses National Asso- 


ciation of Agricultural Implement and 
Vehicle Manufacturers on transporta- 
tion; urges necessity of shippers or- 
ganizing; speech in full; Oct 30, p 
450. 


LINING CARS 
See “Car Service.” 


LIVE STOCK 
Terminal Charges: Held, That $2 per 


ear at the Union Stock Yards, IIl., 
is a reasonable charge; injunction 
restraining the Commission from 
halving this sustained. I C C_vs 
Stickney et al (U S Sup Ct, No 251— 
Oct Term, 1909; Dec 11, p 599. 


LIVINGSTON, President, Lake Carriers’ 


Association. 


Utterances: Declares that conditions 


justify increase of 10 cents per ton 
in iron ore marine rate; that former 
reduction was not asked for by ship- 
pers and was not necessary; Nov 6, 
p 480. : 


LOADING and UNLOADING 
Package Freight: ‘Held, That the or- 


der of the Commission in Wholesale 
Fruit & Produce Assn vs A, T 

S F, 14 I C C Rep, 410, simply re- 
quires the carriers to unload and 
distribute the consolidated carloads 
of package fruits and vegetables at 
Chicago—the compensation for this 
service being fixed in said order; that 
it does not require the carriers to 
make deliveries to the various own- 
ers. Davies vs Ill Cent (2862), 17 
I C C Rep, 186; Dec 11, p 596. 


LOGS 


See also ‘‘Lumber.”’ 

Michigan, Intrastate: State commis- 
sion orders application of general 
mileage rates on logs into Alpena; 
base rate $1 per 1,000 feet for 10 
miles—increase, 331-3 cents for each 
additional 10 miles; switching charge 
fixed at $3 per car. Fletcher Paper 
Co vs Detroit & Mac; Alpena Ship- 
pers’ Assn vs same (Mich R R 
Com); Nov 6, p 480. 


LONG AND SHORT HAUL 


Express: Express companies must con- 
form to the rule that the lowest com- 
bination of rates through any rea- 
sonable junction must be the maxi- 
mum charge for the through haul. 
Boise Commercial Club vs Adams 
Express Co et al (2016), 17 I C C 
Rep, 115; July 17, p 127. 


LOSS AND DAMAGE 


See ‘“‘Claims.”’ 


LOSS-IN-TRANSIT 


Carrier’s Liability: A carrier may not 
be held liable for loss or damage 
resulting from the act of God, the 
public enemy, authority of law or 
the inherent vice of a shipment 
itself; but unless it can show affirm- 
atively that loss resulted from one 
of these causes, it is presumptive 
evidence of negligence on the part of 
the carrier as a bailee for hire for 
which the carrier is responsible. 
Hisylvania Coal Co vs Toledo & O 
C et al (Ohio R R Com); Sept 25, P 
344; Nov 20, p 532. 
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Louisiana 


LOUISIANA 
Complaints: New Orleans board of 
4 trade lodges complaint with the state 
railroad commission to secure an 
equalization of rates on classes and 
commodities from New Orleans to 
intrastate points on the Gulf, Colo- 
rado & Santa Fe with rates from 
~~" to Galveston, Tex.; Aug 21, 
p i 
Corn: State railroad commission ap- 
proves corn rates agreed upon by 
shippers and carriers; maximum sin- 
gle line rates to be 12% cents; two- 
line, 15, and three, 18 cents; Aug 7, 
p 222 . 
—State railroad commission gives no- 


eS s  -  S 


. tice of a hearing to be held to con- 
i sider the question of applying the 
: low rates made on native grown corn 
, and oats on these commodities, irre- 
“ spective of where they have been 
y grown; Sept 25, p 349. 
’ Decisions: State commission declines 
és a to reduce intrastate rates on_ ice. 
a Berwick Ice & Fuel Co vs M, La & 
* — R & S § Co et al; July 17, 
€ Dp ° 
; —State railroad commission fixes 
Pp following rates on clean rice, single 
line haul: 
Distance. C.L. L.C.L. 
10 miles and under...... 5% 7% 
15 miles and over 10... 6 8 
20 miles and over 15... 6% 816 
25 miles and over 20... 7 9 
er 30 miles and over 25... 7% 9% 
ll., 40 miles and over 30... 8% 10% 
on 50 miles and over 40... 9% 11% 
ym 60 miles and over 50...10% 12% 
vs 70 miles and over 60...11 13 
i—. 80 miles and over 70...11% 13% 
90 miles and over 80...12 14 
100 miles and over 90...12 144% 
rs’ 125 miles and over 100...13 15 
Over 125 mMlleB......ccce. 14 15 
ons Joint through rates, sum of mileage 
ton rates of each line less 10 per cent, 
ner with carload mavimum of 17 cents 
ip- and _ less-than-carload of 20 cents. 
6, Application for lower rates on rough 
$ rice denied, but carriers ordered to 
adopt Southern Pacific scale, viz.: 
Distance. CL. L.C.L. 
en 10 miles and under...... 416 6% 
aii 15 miles and over 10... 4% 6% 
 & 20 miles and over 15... 5 
wae 30 miles and over 20... 5% Tu, 
and 40 miles and over 30... 6% 816 
ads 50 miles and over 40... 6% 8% 
) = 60 miles and over 50... 8% 10% 
‘this 70 miles and over 60... 8% 10% 
that 90 miles and over 70...10% 12% 
te 100 miles and over 90...10% 12% 
3 bees 125 miles and over 100...11% 13% 
yw Over 125 miles........... 12 14 
, Joint through rates to be made up 
of sum of the mileage rates of each 
line, less 10 per cent, with carload 
maximum of 15 cents and less-than- 
carload of 17 cents (Nov 13, p 486). 
mis- Commission denies application of 
neral New Orleans board of trade for a re- 
ena; hearing on rough rice rates, but 
r 10 amends clean rice rate order by mak- 
each ing less-than-carload rates 6 cents 
1arge higher than carload, with maximum 
Paper one-line haul charge of 20 and two- 
Ship- line of 24 cents; Dee 4, p 578. 
R R Oats: See “Corn,” ante. 
a LOVETT, R. S., President, Union-South- 
ern Pacific & System. 
- con- Appointment: Is elected chairman of 
-ecom- the executive committee of the Union 
rea- Pacific, vice the late E. H. Harri- 
maxi- man; sketch of new chairman’s ca- 
haul. reer; Sept 18, p 335. 
ee LUMBER 
See also specific commodities, e. g., 
“Posts,” ‘‘Poles,” ‘‘Ties,’”’ etc.; ‘‘Re- 
shipping’ and ‘“Yarding-in-Transit.” 
Cairo, Ill., and Memphis, Tenn.: Owing 
to the dissimilarity in conditions the 
application of reshipping and yarding 
privileges on southern and western 
ay not lumber at Memphis is not, if proper 
amage rates are applied thereunder, discrim- 
d, the inatory against Cairo. Sondheimer 
aw or Co vs Ill Cent et al (978), 17 I C C 
ipment Rep, 60: July 17, p 115. 
affirm- Central Yellow Pine Association Case: 


m one <a Reparation; see ‘‘Decisions—Jenks vs. 
mptive Sou 


¢ Ry et al; Allison Lumber Co 
part o et alvs C, NO & T P et al; George 
ire for T. Mickle Lumber Co et al vs II 
onsible. Cent et al.” 

.¢ : Reparation: J. W. Thompson Lumber 
) ’ 


Company et al and Russe & Burgess 


et al file suits in the United States 


MACHINES, Threshing 


MACHINERY 


MACHINERY, Cotton Gin 
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Circuit court, northern district of 
Illinois, making the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission codefendent with 
carriers and asking that the Com- 
mission be compelled to modify cer- 
tain orders entered by it with re- 
—— to granting reparation; Oct 23, 
p ' 

—A. J. Phillips, Fenton, Mich., files 
suit in the United States Circuit 
court at Detroit against the Grand 
Trunk Western et al for the recov- 
ery of reparation on yellow pine 
shipments in which claims are out- 
lawed before Commission by statute 
of limitations; July 17, p 141. 


Portage Lake, Me., to Cape Jellison, 
Me.: Held, That rate of $2.25 per 

* 1,000 feet on long lumber is neither 
unreasonable per se or discrimina- 
tory; Portage Lake Mill Co vs Ban- 
“> A (Maine R R Com); Dec 11, 
p a 

Reconsignment: Held, That where 
service consists merely in changing 
the name of the consignee, charge 
should not exceed $1 per car. Beek- 
man Lumber Co vs K C Sou et al 


sg ~g 17 I C C Rep, 86; July 17, 

p 5 

Tap Lines, Allowances to: See “Tap 
Lines.”’ 

Tift Case: Reparation; see ‘‘Decisions 


—Jenks vs Sou Ry et al; Allison 
Lumber Co et al vs Cc, NO & T P 
et al; George T. Mickel Lumber Co 
et al vs Ill Cent et al (698 and 707, 
Sub Nos. 67-70 and 205).” 


See ‘‘Agricultural Implements.” 


Dredging: Parts of; see “Spud” and 
“‘Ladder Frame.’”’ 


Texas, Intrastate: State railroad com- 
mission orders reductions in rates; 
maximum rate, carloads, minimum, 
24,000 pounds, 17 cents; less-than- 
carloads, classified third or fourth 
class, 36 cents—carload description as 
in Commodity Tariff 25-A; July 24, 
Pp 172. 


MAINE 


Decisions: State railroad commission 
holds that rate of $2.25 per 1,000 feet 
on long lumber from Portage Lake 
to Cape Jellison is neither unreason- 
able per se nor discriminatory. Port- 
age Lake Mill Co vs Bangor & A; 
Dec 11, p 604. 


MANTELS, Wood 


See ‘‘Furniture.”’ 


MANURE 


See ‘‘Fertilizers.”’ 


MANURE SPREADERS 


See “Agricultural Implements.” 


MARBLE, John H., Interstate Commerce 


Commission attorney. 


Utterances: Addresses Grain Dealers’ 
National association on ‘Uniform 
Demurrage Rules;’’ speech in full; 
Oct 9, p 380. 

MARKING FREIGHT 
Rating Based Upon Marking: It is the 


undoubted right of a carrier to de- 
cline to receive for transportation 
any merchandise not plainly marked 
with name of consignee and details 
of destination, but a rule that in- 
creases the rate for the carriage of 
merchandise not marked plainly and 
indelibly is of doubtful validity. Ells- 
worth Produce Co vs Union Pac et al 
(2822), 17 I C C Rep, 182; Dec 11, 
p 598. 

—If a package is marked sufficiently 
to be understood by the carrier and 
to enable it to make prompt delivery, 
it does not seem that the shipment 
ought to take a higher rate simply 
because the name, station and state 
are not spelled out at length and in 
full. Ellsworth Produce Co vs Union 
Pac et al (2822), 17 I C C Rep, 182; 
Dee 11, p 598. 


MARKING PACKAGE FREIGHT 
See ‘Package Freight.” 


MATTRESSES 
See “Furniture.” 


McCAIN, C. C., Chairman, Trunk Line 


Association. 

“Diminished Purchasing Power of Rail- 
way Earnings:’’ See ‘‘Rate Advances 
—Official Classification territory.”’ 


McCREA, James, President, Pennsylvania 


System. 
See “Rate Advance—Official Classifica- 
tion Territory.’’ 


McCUNE, Frank H. 


Act to Regulate Commerce: Declares 
present act defective in that it makes 
no provision for holding transporta- 
tion companies responsible for losses 
that may arise from erroneous rate 
quotations by carrier’s agent and 
comes out strongly in favor of such 
an amendment being incorporated in 
the statute; Sept 18, p 319. 


McLENDON, S. Guyton, Railroad Com- 


missioner, Georgia. 
See ‘‘Georgia.”’ 


McPHERSON, Logan G., Lecturer on 


Transportation, Johns Hopkins Uni- 
versity. 

“Railroad Freight Rates:’’ Writes note- 
worthy volume of railroad freight 
rates in the United States and their 
— review of same; Aug 7, p 


McVANN, E. J., Manager, Traffic Bu- 
reau, Commercial Club, Omaha, Neb. 

Utterances: Addresses Transportation 
Club of Toledo; urges that greater 
attention be given the small shipper 
and his needs; commends tariff sim- 
plification movement; pleads for im- 
proved transportation service; Dec 
11, p 605. 


MEMPHIS, Tenn. 

See also ‘‘Lumber.”’ 

Texas Common Points, Rates to: Upon 
complaint being lodged that Memphis 
was entitled to better rates than New 
Orleans, La., and St. Louis, Mo., be- 
cause of distance to certain points in 
northeast Texas: Held, That present 
adjustment should not be disturbed. 
Williams vs Vicks, S & P et al 
(1827), 16 I C C Rep, 482; July 3, p 1. 


MERCHANTS’ EXCHANGE OF SAN 
FRANCISCO, CAL. 

See ‘San Francisco, Merchants’ 
change of.”’ 


MERGERS 

Rock Island-Frisco: Combination dis- 
solved; B. L. Winchell resigns from 
presidency of Rock Island and is 
elected to a similar position with the 
Frisco; H. U. Mudge is made presi- 
dent of the Rock Island; general re- 
alignment of executive officers and 
directorates; Dec 4, p 575. 


MICHIGAN 

Baggage: Judge Murphy, Wayne coun- 
ty circuit court, sustains right of 
state railroad commission to fix ex- 
cess baggage rates and upholds con- 
stitutionality of law creating the 
commission, dismissing bills of com- 
plaint of the Michigan Central et al; 
Aug 28, p 269. 

Decisions: Application of general mile- 

age scale on logs into Alpena or- 
dered, viz., rates per 1,000 feet—10 
miles, $1; 11 to 20, $1.33; 21 to 30, 
$1.67; 31 to 50, $2; 51 to 60, $2.33— 
switching rate reduced to $3 per car. 
Fletcher Paper Co vs Detroit & Mac; 
Alpena Shippers’ Assn vs Same; Nov 
6, p 480. 
—Issues supplemental order in milk 
and cream cases, giving carriers right 
to charge for sample tubes and cases 
of milk and cream; Aug 14, p 240. 

Demurrage: Shippers condemn proposed 
uniform code; declare car. service 
rules are a matter of local adjust- 
ment; commend average system in 
vogue in Michigan; committee ap- 
pointed to take up matter at Wash- 
ington; July 10, p 83. 

Rate Adjustment: Michigan Shippers’ 
association confers with railroad offi- 
cials relative to a readjustment of 
rates into western Michigan; Presi- 
dent Irwin of that organization, 
speaking on behalf of a new basis, 
declares that the commerce of that 
section of the state has outgrown 
the old adjustment; Sept 18, p 327. 

Tariffs: State commission promulgates 


Ex- 
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Michigan 


be paid for working up the sale of 
passenger tickets for excursions; Aug 
28, p 270. 

—State commission issues instruc- 
tions relative to indicating on short 
notice tariffs authority for the issue; 
Aug 14, p 240. 

Weighing: State railroad commission 
warns railroads that more care must 
be used in weighing carload ship- 
ments or scale tests will have to be 
abolished; Aug 14, p 240. 


MILEAGE TICKETS 
See “Passenger Fares, Tariffs and 
Tickets.’’ 













MILK 


Poultney, Vt., and Intermediate Sta- 
tions to Eagle Bridge, N. Y., Des- 
tined to Boston, Mass.: Held, That 
rates from Cambridge, Granville, 
Middle Granville, N. Y.; Poultney, 
Rupert, Vt.; Salem, Shushan, N, Y., 
and West Pawlett, Vt., should not 
exceed $16 per car of 250 cans, ex- 
cess cans to be charged for at 6% 
cents per can; that less than carload 
rates should not exceed 10 cents per 
can of forty quarts. Hood & Sons 
vs D & H (1053), 17 I C C Rep, 15; 
July 10, p 47. 


MILLING-IN-TRANSIT 

See also “‘Grain and Grain Products.” 

interstate Commerce Commission: An- 
nounce that hearing will be held Jan 
14, 1910, at Washington, D. C., fol- 
lowed by supplementary hearings in 
other cities, to consider the entire 
question; Dec 25, p 668. 

Nebraska: State commission to co-op- 
erate with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to secure uniformity in 
milling-in-transit privileges and prac- 
tices; Dec 25, p 681. 

Rates Applicable: The Commission ad- 
heres to its former ruling in a pro- 
ceeding entitled In the Matter of 
Through Routes and Through Rates, 
12 I C C Rep, 163, that whenever by 
any transit arrangement’ through 
rates are applied, such through rates 
must be as of the date of the first 
movement of the shipment from the 
point of origin under such through 
rates. In re Milling-in-Transit Rates 
(988), 17 I C C Rep, 113; July 17, 
p 104. 

Substitution of Tonnage: A _ milling, 
storage, or cleaning-in-transit privi- 
lege can be justified only upon the 
theory that the identical commodity 
or its exact equivalent, or its prod- 
uct, is finally forwarded from the 
transit point under the application 
of the through rate from original 
point of shipment. It is not permis- 
sible to substitute commodity at 
transit point that did not move in 
on a transit rate or to substitute 
a commodity originating in one ter- 
ritory for the same or like commod- 
ity originating in another, or to make 
any substitution that would impair 
the integrity of the through rate; 
neither is it allowable to substitute 
at transit point any commodity of 
a different kind from that which 
moved into such transit point, e. g., 
oats or its product, for corn and its 
products, shingles for lumber, hard 
for soft wheat, spring for winter 
wheat, etc. (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 434. 


MINIMUM CHARGES 
See “Charges, Minimum.” 






































































MINNEAPOLIS, ST. PAUL & SAULT 
STE. MARIE RAILWAY 
Earnings: Fiscal year of 1909 shows 
increase of $1,160,232 in gross reve- 
nue; total earnings, $12,609,299; net, 
$5,551,582; Oct 2, p 360. 


MINNESOTA 
Duluth: Commercial interests credited 
with raising fund of $20,000 to prose- 
cute campaign to secure city no more 
favorable rate adjustment. (Oct. 16, 
p 413.) Minneapolis reported to be 
watching Duluth program of read- 
justment, ready to combat any move 
detrimental to former’s interests; Oct 

23, p 418. 


MISQUOTATION OF RATES 
Reparation Basis for: See ‘“‘Repara- 
tion.”’ 













rules under which commissions may |MISROUTING 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


See also “‘Routing.”’ 

Carrier as Shipper’s Agent: Where a 
earrier acts as the shipper’s agent 
and delivers traffic to another carrier 
with routing instructions which re- 
sult in higher charges being imposed 
than would have been had no such: 
instructions been given, it cannot 
be held responsible as a carrier for 
such misrouting. Males Co vs Le- 
high & H R et al (2361), 17 ICC 
Rep, 280; Dec 18, p 635. 

Claims, Settlement of: Carriers may, 
under amended Rule 70 to 15-A, set- 
tle all such claims arising after 
March 18, 1907, under authority of 
the original ruling without bringing 
them to the Commission, the carrier 
at fault to bear the entire burden of 
the refund (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. 

Liability: Where initial carrier mis- 
routes, sending shipment over route 
taking higher rate, the subsequent 
application of the lower rate via this 
route will not permit the initial car- 
rier to divide misrouting overcharges 
of prior accrual with its connections 
(Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 435. 

—A shipper was quoted a rate of 16 
cents via all available routes between 
the points of origin to destination; 
bills of lading were issued showing 
said rate and routing via specified 
junction. . Before delivery was made 
at destination, it was discovered that 
16-cent rate was not applicable via 
said route, and the sum of the locals, 
65 cents, was assessed. Held, That 
as the rate quoted was inserted in 
the bill of lading, shipment ought to 
have moved over a route carrying 
that rate (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. 
—Under Rule 70 of 15-A, the carrier 
responsible for misrouting bears the 
entire burden of the refund without 
recourse to its connections, but such 
admission of responsibility must be 
in good faith; the Commission will 
not recognize the validity of any 
agreement between two carriers by 
which one assumes the responsibility 
:. all eases (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 
434. 

—When a shipper has given routing 
instructions and the initial carrier 
fails to transmit the same to its con- 
nections, the initial carrier becomes 
responsible for all additional charges 
resulting from misrouting (Conf Rul); 
Oct 23, p 434. 


MISSISSIPPI 

Cotton: State commission proposes new 
schedule of rates on uncompressed 
eotton; rates range from 45 to 80 
cents for hauls of from 20 to 90 
miles, increasing 5 cents with each 
ten miles; 90 to 100 miles, 90 cents; 
100 to 110, $1; 110 to 140, $1.15; 140 
to 160, $1.20; 160 to 180, $1.25; 180 
to 200, $1.30; 200 to 250, $1.35; 250 
to 300, $1.40, and 300 to 350 miles, 
$1.45. (Aug 7, p 221.) Schedule of 
Chairman Lee voted down; substitute 
scale proposed by Commissioner Scott 
and said to be less drastic, adopt- 
ed; court contest over new rates pre- 
dicted. (Sept 11, p 298.) United 
States district court, Jackson, Miss., 
temporarily enjoins enforcement of 
state railroad commission’s schedule 
of rates on uncompressed cotton; Oct 
16, p 413. 
—Discussion of proposed compressed 
cotton rates goes over until Novem- 
ber meeting; Commissioner Scott 
offers new scale, understood to be 
about 20 per cent under current 
rates; Oct 16, p 413. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER 
Water Traffic: See ‘‘Waterways.” 


MISSOURI 

Rate Litigation: Judge McPherson 
grants appeal of state to United 
States Supreme court from his de- 
cision declaring the two-cent passen- 
ger fare and maximum freight rates 
statutes unconstitutional. (Aug 7, p 
221.) Carriers file cross-appeal from 
Judge McPherson’s decision to. the 
United States Supreme court; aver 
that a rate cannot be_ enforced 
against a strong road which is not 
enforced against a weaker one; also 
object to trial court’s order dividing 
costs -between state and carriers; 
Sept 25, p 354. , 


National 


Statistics: Gross earnings of Missouri 
roads for year reported at $187,831,- 
708; operating expenses, $127,545,132; 
gross freight earnings, $132,886,210; 
Aug 7, p 220. 


MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILWAY 


Merger: Stockholders take steps for 
the consolidation of component lines 
of the Missouri Pacific into one new 
company with a _ capitalization of 
$240,000,000; Aug 14, p 239. 


‘MISSOURI RIVER RATE CASE” 
See “Class Rates’ and “Courts, Fed- 
eral.”’ 


MIXED CARLOADS 
See “Carloads, Consolidated.” 


MOBILE, JACKSON & KANSAS CITY 
RAILROAD 
Reorganization: Syndicate of bondhold- 
ers buys road at ‘judicial sale; re- 
ported that line will be reorganized 
under name of New Orleans, Chicago 
& Mobile railroad; Aug 21, p 254; 
Aug 28, p 278. 


MOLE TRAPS 
Niles, Mich., to Chicago, Ill.: Held, 
That rates, L C L, in crates, should 
not exceed 17 cents. Reddick vs 
Mich Cent (1829), 16 I C C Rep, 492; 

July 3, p 22. 


MOSELEY, Edward A., Secretary, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission 
National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners: Secretary Moseley to 
report at convention on subject of 
safety appliances; illustrated with 
photograph; Oct 30, p 449. 


MUDGE, H. U., President, Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway 


Appointment: Is elected president, 
vice B. L. Winchell; Dec 4, p 576. 
MUSEUMS 


Free Transportation: Free or reduced 
rates may lawfully be granted on 
articles intended for exhibition at a 
museum, erected in a public park by 
private subscription and supported 
partly by taxes and partly by the 
income from contributed funds, even 
though additional funds are secured 
by charging an admission fee on 
certain days, admission being free 
other days (Conf Rul); Oct 238, p 433. 


MUSSEL SHELLS 
See ‘Shells, Mussel.”’ 


NASHVILLE, Tenn. 


Elevation Allowances: Held, That the 
payment of elevation allowances at 
Nashville is undue and unlawful dis- 
crimination against points similarly 
situated. Duncan & Co et al vs N, 
c & St L et al (1698), 14 I C C 
Rep, 590; July 10, p 43. 

Rebilling of Grain: Shipments moved 
into Nashville at the local rate, with 
no agreement of through carriage 
between the shipper and carrier at 
point of origin; no destination other 
than Nashville was named on the 
bill and upon delivery at that point 
they lost their identity and were in 
every respect local shipments. Held, 
That the extension of a rebilling at 
through rate from point of origin to 
ultimate destination privilege on the 
subsequent carriage from Nashville 
was not justified on the grounds of 
dissimilar conditions between that 
city and other southeastern grain 
markets and operated as a device 
by which traffic might be moved at 
less than the lawful tariff rate. Dun- 
can & Co et al vs N, C & St L et al 
—, 16 I C C Rep, 590; July 10, 
p 43. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF AGRI- 
CULTURAL IMPLEMENT AND VE- 
HICLE MANUFACTURERS 

Freight Transportation Committee: 
Committee presents report at six- 
teenth annual convention of the asso- 
ciation: advocates reforms urged by 
the National Industrial Traffic 
Langee; digest of report; Oct 30, 
p 453. 

Lincoln, J. C., President, National In- 
dustrial Traffic League: Addresses 
association on transportation; urges 
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necessity of shippers organizing; 
speech in full; Oct 30, p 450. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FREIGHT 
CLAIM AGENTS 


Belleville, J. M.: Addresses convention 
on behalf of the National Industrial 
Traffic League; speech in full; Aug 


c 


7, p 202, 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FREIGHT 
TRAFFIC AGENTS 


Hogdon, Wm., Freight Traffic Manager, 
Pennsylvania Lines: Advocates co- 
operation and harmony in dealing 
with shippers; solicitor must have 
broad knowledge of freight rate 
Structure, must be a gentleman and 
a diplomat; Aug 26, p 276. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RAIL- 
WAY COMMISSIONERS 


Act to Regulate Commerce: Committee 
recommends that following changes 
be made: (a) Provision for physical 
valuation of all the railways in the 
country by or under the direction of 
the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; (b) giving the Commission di- 
rect control over classification; (c) 
giving Commission control over the 

» issuing of railway securities; (d) 
making carriers responsible for rate 
quotations; (e) establishment of 
branch tariff offices throughout the 
country under the control of the 
Commission; (f) authorizing Commis- 
sion to collect fuller traffic statistics: 
(g) authorizing the Commission to 
prescribe rules governing the han- 
dling of claims; (h) legalizing, with 
certain restrictions, rate agreements 
between carriers; (i) giving Commis- 
sion right to initiate rate complaints, 
and (j) establishment of a commerce 
court. Report, which was adopted, 
given in full; Nov 27, p 554. 

Brent, Theodore: Addresses conven- 
tion on simplification of tariffs; urges 
change from old methods, but dwells 
on necessity for team work by car- 
riers in accomplishing work of pre- 
senting their rates to the public in 
a less complicated form; speech in 
full; Nov 27, p 543. 

Classification, Uniform: Committee re- 
ports at twenty-first annual conven- 
tion of association; tells of efforts 
being made in that direction, but 
points out difficulties of problem; 
recommends the passage of an act 
empowering the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to prescribe a uniform 
classification and forbidding depart- 
ures therefrom by interstate carriers, 
except through the medium and 
means of commodity rates; report 
adopted. Report reproduced in full; 
Nov 20, p 520. 

Convention Call Issued: Call for twen- 
ty-first annual convention, to be held 
in Washington, D. C., November 16, 
1909, issued; committees urged to 
send in reports to secretary at once; 
Oct 16, p 399. 

Decker, Martin S., President: Delivers 
opening address at twenty-first an- 
nual convention of the association; 
co-operation between states and be- 
tween states and federal authority 
urged; railroads should be allowed 
enjovment of vested rights; Nov 20, 
p 525. 

Demurrage: Committee on ear service 
presents uniform code of rules, which 
are adopted. Regulations cover (a) 
Cars subject to the rules, (b) free 
time allowed, (c) computing time, 
(d) notification of arrival, (e) placing 
ears for unloading, (f) cars for load- 
ing. (g) demurrage charge, (h) claims 
and conditions under which demur- 
rage charges will not be assessed, 
and (i) average plan; demurrage 
charges fixed at $1: free time, 48 
hours, except cars held for switching, 
reconsignment, payment of. charges, 
inspection, ete., when 24 hours are 
allowed; no rules as to export traffic; 
weather interference and bunching 
cars included under conditions under 
which no charges shall be assessed, 
but acceptance of the average plan 
bars shipper from claim for refund 

under these provisions; report of 
committee, which includes rules and 
a discussion of the same, given in 
full; Nov 20, p 506. 


Legislation: Committee presents report 


Lincoln, J. C.: Addresses convention 


O’Brien, Hon. Thomas D., Associate 


NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC 


Claims: Freight claims committee pre- 


Demurrage Rules, Uniform Code of: 
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to convention dealing with progress 
made ’ towards harmony between 
states and federal statutes regulat- 
ing transportation; declares aim is 
uniformity in intent of law rather 
than identity of language of statutes 
in different states; report in full; 
Nov 27, p 556. 


of on ‘‘Amendments of Laws and of 
Railway Rules and Regulations Re- 
quired by Shipping Interests;’’ advo- 
cates suspension of rate advances 
being vested with Interstate Com- 
merece Commission under certain con- 
ditions, giving shipper right to con- 
trol routing, making carriers respon- 
sible for erroneous rate quotations, 
legalizing—with certain restrictions— 
railroad rate-making associations, 
giving shipper right to appeal from 
decisions of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, granting Commission su- 
pervision of railway stock and bond 
issues, change in bill of lading; fa- 
vors commerce court and_ giving 
Commission control over classifica- 
tions; speech in full; Nov 27, p 548. 


Justice, Supreme Court of Minnesoat: 
Addresses convention on “The Ap- 
portionment between State and Inter- 
state Traffic of Railway Property De- 
voted to Public Service’: extracts 
from the paper; Dec 25, p 675. 


Safety Appliances: Committee recom- 


mends passage of Esch bill providing 
for federal investigation of railway 
accidents and of bill giving Interstate 
Commerce Commission greater au- 
thority in the matter of safety appli- 
ances; discusses British and Ameri- 
ean train operation; calls attention 
to large number of trespassers killed; 
considers despatching by telephone. 
Report in full; Nov 20, p 522 


LEAGUE 


sents report at Charlevoix meeting; 
condemns claim adjustment bureaus; 
Aug 7, p 202. 


J. C. Lincoln files brief and argu- 
ment in behalf of changes proposed 
by the League; advocates that cars 
loaded with railroad material be sub- 
ject to rules; declares against abso- 
lute uniformity and disregard of 
local conditions; urges. alternative 
use of average plan in time compu- 
tation; opposes iron-clad free time 
provision; digest of various points 
discussed; July 24, p 164. 


Docket: Docket for meeting to be held 


at the Hotel La Salle, Chicago, II, 
November 11; Oct 30. p 456. 


Lincoln, J. C., President: Sketch of 


career; an advocate of co-operation; 
illustrated: Oct 9,, p 389. 


Meeting: Full account of proceedings 


of a meeting held at Charlevoix. 
Mich., July 6-7, including reports of 
committees, attendance, new mem- 
bers and changes in League consti- 
tution; July 17, p 136. 

—Full account of proceedings of an- 
nual meeting held at the Hotel La 
Salle, Chicago. November 11-12, in- 
cluding full reports of committee, new 
members, action taken on reports and 
election of officers; J. C. Lincoln 
and W. E. Cooke re-elected presi- 
dent and secretary-treasurer, re- 
spectively; Nov 13, p 487. 


NEBRASKA 
Class Rates: State railroad commis- 


sion proposes new schedules of class 
rates; first class rates to be unit 
and every other class to bear a defi- 
nite fixed relation to these; initial 
rate to be 12 cents for five miles, 
with one cent increase for every five 
up to 200 miles; then one cent with 
every ten up to 300 and one cent for 
each twenty up to 580 miles; second 
class rates to be 85 per cent of first: 
third, 79 per cent; fourth, 45 per 
cent; fifth, 40 per cent: lettered 
classes. 45, 35, 20, 25 and 20 per cent, 
respectivelv. (July 17. p 142.) Rail- 
road submits proposition to postpone 
hearings on new schedules from Au- 
gust 24 to December 1: state com- 
mission meets plea with a counter 
vroposition by which carriers are to 
furnish commission with weekly 


Pullman Fares: 





New Orleans 41 


transcript of evidence taken in fed- 
eral suits to overthrow Aldrich com- 
modity and two-cent passenger fare 
laws. (Aug 14, p 240.) Commission 
continues hearing until December 1, 
roads having agreed to furnish data 
asked for; Aug 28, p 277. 


Decisions: Dismisses application of the 


Missouri Pacific to substitute specific 
commodity rates on building material, 
stoves, scrap iron, hay and grain and 
coal and coke between Omaha and 
South Omaha and Ralston, in lieu of 
the flat switching charges now in 
effect; opinion in full; Sept 25, p 351. 


Express: State Supreme court sustains 


validity of Sibley act reducing prac- 
tically all intrastate express rates 25 
per cent and permanently enjoins ex- 
press companies from charging rates 
in excess of those named in aforesaid 
act; Oct 2, p 360. 

—See “Sibley Act.”’ 


Free Transportation: County attorney 


at Omaha institutes suit against the 
Union Pacific for alleged violations 
of the state anti-pass statute; Aug 
21, p 258. 

State railroad com- 
mission reduces minimum berth rate 
from $2 to $1.50 and maximum from 
$3.50 to $2.50; also cuts price of 
seats; Aug 28, p 274. 


Milling-in-Transit: Commissioner Cow- 


gill declares that Nebraska is in the 
fight to secure uniformity in the time 
allowance for milling-in-transit priv- 
ileges; will co-operate with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; Dec 25, 
p 681. 


Reparation: C. S. Elgutter files suit in 


District court for recovery of repara- 
tion on intrastate rates declared by 
state railroad commission to have 
been unreasonable; Aug 7, p 220. 
—Second suit for recovery of repara- 
tion filed; bill directed against the 
Chicago, St Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha railway; Aug 14, p 242. 


Report: State railroad commission sub- 


mits annual report to the governor; 
receives 503 informal complaints dur- 
ing the year and disposes of 456; 31 
formal complaints filed and 32 set- 
tled; docket shows 163 informal and 
24 formal complaints still pending: 
commission defends course pursued 
in enforcing the Sibley Act, q. v.; 
Dec 18, p 648. 


NEW JERSEY : 
Express: State railroad commission, 


in Elizabeth board of trade vs Ad- 
ams and United States Express com- 
panies, holds that it has no jurisdic- 
tion over express lines under the 
present statute; Dec 18, p 6438. 


NEW ORLEANS, La. 
Class Rates to Mobile, Ala.: Held, 


That rates should not exceed the fol- 
lowing: Second class, 37 cents; third 
class, 25 cents; fourth class, 18 cents; 
fifth class, 15 cents; sixth class, 15 
cents; class E, 15 cents. New Or- 
leans Board of Trade vs L & N 
(1310, 1313 and 1328), 17 I C C Rep, 
231; Dee 18, p 618. 


Class Rates to Montgomery and Selma, 


Ala., Via Mobile, Ala.: Held, That 
rates should not exceed the follow- 
ing: Second class, 77 cents; third, 
55 cents: fourth, 42 cents; fifth, 35 
cents; sixth, 35 cents, and class E, 39 
cents. ; 

—From same to same, via Pensa- 
cola, Fla.: Third class, 65 cents; 
fourth. 49 cents: fifth, 40 cents; sixth, 
35 cents. New Orleans Board of 
Trade vs L & N (1310, 1313 and 
328), 17 I C C Rep, 231; Dec 18, 
p 618. 


Class Rates to Pensacola, Fla.: Held, 


That rates should not exceed the fol- 
lowing: Class 3, 35 cents; class 4, 
25 cents: class 5, 20 cents: class 6, 
15 cents. New Orleans Board of 
Trade vs L & N (1310, 1313 and 
1328), 17 I C C Rep, 231; Dec 18, 
p 618. 


Class Rates to Prattville, Ala.: Held, 


That rates via Mobile, Ala., should 
not exceed the following: Second 
class. 8&7 cents; third, 63 cents; 
fourth, 50 cents: fifth and sixth, 43 
cents, and E. 44 cents; via Pensa- 
cola, Fla., third. 73 cents; fourth, 
57 cents: fifth. 48 cents, and sixth, 
43 cents. New Orleans Board of 
Trade vs L & N (1310, 1313 and 


42 New Orleans 


ee. 17 I C C Rep, 281; Dec 18, p 


Rate Adjustments: Freight and trans- 
portation committee of board of 
trade presents monthly report; ar- 
ranges for routing of export grain 
from Kansas City and Oklahoma 
points through New Orleans; secures 
reduction in burlap bag rates and 
equalization with Texas on certain 
canned goods rates. Aug 21, p 248. 

Steamship Lines: Wholesale Grocers’ 
association reported to be formulat- 
ing plans for the establishment of a 
new line between New Orleans and 
the Pacific coast as a means of 
bringing about rate readjustments 
which members believe they are en- 
titled to; Sept 4, p 292. 

Switching: Board of trade seeks re- 
duction of charges by Public Belt 
and Illinois Central to former rate 
of $4.50 per car; freight and trans- 
portation committee submits month- 
ly report; July 31, p 194. 


NEW ORLEANS, MOBILE & CHICAGO 
RAILROAD 
See “Mobile, Jackson & Kansas City 
Railroad.’”’ 


NEW YORK 

Bulkheading Cars: See “New York— 
Decisions,”’ post. 

Complaints: Syracuse traffic bureau 
lodges complaint with up-state com- 
mission charging express companies 
and New York Central with refusal 
to establish joint rates and through 
routes from Syracuse to points on 
the New York, Ontario & Western 
railroad; July 31, p 194. 

—Business men of Cooperstown lodge 
complaint with public service com- 
mission for the second district, al- 
leging that the freight rates charged 
by the Delaware & Hudson to and 
from Cooperstown are unjust and 
discriminatory; Aug 14, p 239. 

—Board of Supervisors of Suffolk 
county file petition with commission, 
second district, alleging that roads 
serving Long Island discriminate 
against said district in freight, ex- 
= and passenger rates; Dec «, p 

Decisions: State commission, second 
district, dismisses complaint of the 
Murray Line against the Delaware & 
Hudson company, involving a dis- 
pute over the division of rates, hold- 
ing that the complainant, a water 
line, is beyond its jurisdiction and 
that the commission cannot order a 
carrier under its jurisdiction to es- 
tablish through routes and joint rates 
with one not under its supervision; 
neither does the fact that the water 
carrier applies for the exercise of 
the powers in re through routes and 
joint rates conferred upon the com- 
mission give that body jurisdiction in 
the matter. Murray Line vs D & H; 
Aug 14, p 238. 

—Public service commission, second 
district, reduces general merchan- 
dise express rates between Amster- 
dam and Raquette Lake 15 cents; 
orders general specials to be ad- 
justed in conformity therewith. In- 
man vs American Express Co; Sept 
4, p 288. 

—Public service commission, second 
district, holds that rates on hand- 
kerchiefs from Borough of Manhat- 
tan to Borough of Bronx are not 
unreasonable—rate attacked including 
collection and delivery service. Phil- 
lips & Hyman vs Adams Exp Co; 
Oct 2, p 370. 

—Public service commission, second 
district, holds that carriers are re- 
quired to furnish cars with bulk- 
heads, grain doors or some other 
similar device for the shipment of 
potatoes and simiar bulk freight, or 
reimburse the shipper if he is com- 
pelled to go to the expense of so 
equipping a car, but that lining cars 
for the better protection of ship- 
ments in cold weather is optional 
with the shipper and if he so fur- 
nishes a car the expense must be 
borne by him. New York Shippers’ 
Protective Assn vs N Y C & HR 
et al; Nov 13, p 497. 

—Commission, second district, rules 
that it has right to declare a rate 
unreasonable and find that the ship- 
per is entitled to the payment of 
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damages, but that it cannot issue 
an order requiring the carrier to pay 
reparation; shipper may apply to the 


L et al (2761), 17 I C C Rep, 212; 
Dec 11, p 591. 


courts, however, to force a carrier |OHIO 


to refund the amount found due as 
reparation. Rock vs D & H Co; Dec 

11, p 608. 

—Complaint alleging that a rate of 
$1 per ton on ice from Glen Lake 
to Albany was unreasonable and 
should not have exceed 50 cents dis- 
a Rock vs D & H Co; Dec 11, 
p : 

—Public service commission, seocnd 
district, dismisses without prejudice 
complaint asking that defendant be 
required. to publish a freight traiff 
applying to an elevator of the com- 
plaint’s at Buffalo, it having ap- 
peared that said elevator was situ- 
ated on or adjacent to the tracks 
of another carrier and not on or 
adjacent to those of the defendant 
and no evidence having been offered 
that defendant was not furnishing 
terminal and elevator facilities suf- 
ficient to take care of all ex-lake 
grain traffic offered it at Buffalo. 
Ryan Elevator & Forwarding Co vs 
N Y C & H R; Dec 11, p 599. 

Lining Cars: See “New York—De- 
cisions,’ ante. 

Stock: New York Central & Hudson 
River asks public service commis- 
sion, second district, for authority 
to subscribe to additional shares of 
stock in the New York, New Haven 
& Hartford railroad; Dec 4, p 579. 


NEW YORK, N. Y., CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE 
Spokane Case: Declares proposed ad- 
justment of rates a menace to east- 
ern commercial interests; decides to 
intervene in case; Oct 16, p 408. 


NEW YORK, NEW HAVEN & HART- 
FORD RAILROAD 

Earnings: Report for fiscal year of 
1909 shows reduction of over $2,- 
000,000 in deficit as compared with 
year preceding; total operating 
revenue for year, $54,347,630.30: ex- 
penses, $36,080,306.54; Oct 9, p 393. 


NICHOLSON, George T., Vice-President, 
Charge of Traffic, Santa Fe Sys- 
em. 

Utterances: Defends 15-cent increase 
in rates on lemons from California 
points; declares advance justified by 
real facts of the controversy; that 
$1 rate was only a “relief rate;’’ 
Nov 20, p 531. 


NORTH DAKOTA 
Complaints: State railroad commission 
asked to order Minneapolis, St. Paul 
& Sault Ste. Marie to put in single 
distance tariff through tariff on mer- 
chandise from Grand Forks to points 
north and south of Kenmare and on 


present adjustment discriminates in 
favor of eastern cities; Oct 16, p 
412. 


OATS 

See also “Grain and Grain Products.” 

Track Storage Charges: Held, That 
the following track storage charges 
applicable at New York, N. Y., viz., 
first 48 hours, nothing; second 48 
hours, $1 per car per day or frac- 
tion thereof; each succeeding day, 
$2 per car per day or fraction there- 
of, are not unreasonable. Turnbull 
Co vs Erie (2051), 17 I C C Rep, 
123; July 31, p 185. 


O’BRIEN, Hon. Thomas D., Associate 
Justice, Supreme Court of Minnesota 
Utterances: Addresses twenty-first an- 
nual convention of the National As- 
sociation of Railway Commissioners 
on “The Apportionment between 
State and Interstate Traffic of Rail- 
way Property Devoted to Public 
Service’; extracts from address; Dec 

25, p 675. 


OGDEN, Utah 





Excursion Rates: The issuance of one- 
fare round-trip tickets to Salt Lake 
City, Utah, for the Morman confer- 
ences and Utah state fair, while 
one and one-third fare is charged to 
the Intermountain fair at Ogden held 
not to be unduly’ discriminatory 
against the latter city. Weber Club 
& Intermountain Fair Assn vs O §S 


Car Distribution: Judge Kinkead, court 
of common pleas, enjoins enforce- 
ment of order of state commission in 
Carbon Coal Co vs Marietta C & C 
R R; holds that commission is with- 
out power in a judicial capacity and 
that it has no authority to make 
arbitrary rules on a future action 
capacity rules on the future actions 
of railroads in the matter of coal 
ear distribution; July 17, p 150. 

Coal: State commission holds carriage 
from Ohio points to lake ports for 
transshipment to other states intra- 
state and announced it will retain 
jurisdiction in the case of the Pitts- 
burgh Vein Operators’ association 
versus Wheeling & Lake Erie; Nov 
20, p 538. 

Combinations: Circuit court, Judge Al- 

red, reaffirms decision ordering dis- 
solution of Hocking Valley syndicate, 
viz., Hocking Valley, Ohio Central 
lines, Zanesville & Western and 
Kanawha & Michigan and certain 
coal interests; July 31, p 195. 
—Four ouster suits are filed in the 
Perry county Circuit court charging 
the Hocking Valley and allied lines 
to be an illegal combination; disso- 
lution of alleged merger asked; Nov 
6, p 466. 

Complaints: Fred Saltzgeber, Clinton 
township, files complaint alleging 
discrimination by Hocking Valley 
railroad in refusing to set out coal 
ears for complainant; Oct 9, p 390. 
—West Jefferson Creamery company 
files complaint against the Baltimore 
& Ohio with state railroad commis- 
sion; alleges complainant is required 
to load milk cans into baggage cars 
and that it is denied a rate on milk 
shipped into Columbus from points 
more than seventy-five miles dis- 
tant; Aug 21, p 253. 

Decisions: Carrier held responsible for 
loss of coal in transit; the carrier 
may not be held liable for loss or 
damage resulting from an act of 
God, the public enemy, authority of 
law or the inherent vice of the ship- 
ment itself, but unless loss in tran- 
sit can be shown affirmatively to 
have resulted from one of these 
causes, it is presumptive evidence of 
negligence. Reparation awarded com- 

plainant for loss of coal in transit 
from Chauncey to Alger. Hisylvania 
Coal Co vs Toledo & O et al; 
Sept 25, p 344; Nov 20, p 532. 

Demurrage: State railroad commission 
extends suspension of car _serivce 
rules on lake coal to end of year, 
subject to cancelation by railroads 
upon twenty days’ notice; Oct 16, p 
413. 


the Flaxton extension; allege that /OILS, Iluminating 


See “Petroleum and Its Products.” 


OKLAHOMA 


Express: Express companies file ap- 
peals in state Supreme court against 
rates ordered by corporation com- 
mission; old rates to remain in force 
pending decision, but complainants 
required to file bonds; Aug 7, p 220. 

Muskogee: Commercial club traffic bu- 
reau plans a campaign for the elimi- 
nation of the back-haul charge on 
grain moving under milling-in-tran- 
sit privileges from Okmulgee through 
Muskogee; alleges present charges 
prohibit local millers from competing 
with millers in the western part of 
the state; Dec 25, p 654. 

Rate Litigation: Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe, Gulf. Colorado & Santa 
Fe and Missouri, Kansas & Texas 
railways file suit in United States 
District court at Enid, asking that 
those sections of the state constitu- 
tion giving the corporation the right 
to fix rates, etc., and prescribing @ 
two-cent-fare law be declared in- 
valid: also ask that commission be 
enjoined from enforcing twelve 0 
its more important rate orders; Oct 
2, p 367. t 
—Judge Hook, United States Circul 
court, overrules state’s demurrer to 
earriers’ bills for injunction against 
passenger fare law and freight rate 
orders; overrules plea for abatement 
pending decision by Oklahoma Su- 
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preme court on same questions; Nov 
20, p 536 

—State Supreme court overrules mo- 
tion of state corporation commission 
to dismiss appeals from orders of 
said commission, filed with court by 
railroads (Oct 30, p 460). Acting 
under a mandate from the state Su- 
preme court, the corporation com- 
mission resumes hearings on its con- 
tested rate orders for the purpose of 
receiving additional evidence and 
certifying orders to court on a 
finding of fact; Dec 4, p 571. 


OKLAHOMA TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION 

Missouri River Rate Case: Defends 
Commission’s order and _ criticizes 
Judge Grosscup’s decree permanently 
enjoining the enforcement of the 
same; condemns’~ continuation of 
practice of breaking rates at rivers; 
Sept 11, p 305. 


OMAHA, Neb. 

Passenger Fares to Council Bluffs, Ia.: 
Held, That fare between any point 
on defendant’s line in Omaha and 
any point on defendant’s line in 
Council Bluffs, not including Court- 
land Beach, Ia., should not exceed 
10 cents per passenger. West End 
Improvement Club vs Omaha & C B 
Ry & Bridge Co (1004), 17 I C C 
Rep, 239; Dec 18, p 622. 


ORDERS OF THE INTERSTATE COM- 
MERCE COMMISSION 
Appeals from: See ‘‘Appeals.’”’ 


ORE, Ground Iron 
See “Iron Ore, Ground.”’ 


OVERCHARGE 
Misquotation of Ratees as Basis for 
Reparation: See ‘‘Reparation.’’ 


PACKAGE CARS 
St. Louis, Mo.: Business Men’s League 
presents data showing time made 
over various routes during October; 

Dec 4, p 576. 


PACKAGE FREIGHT 

See also ‘“‘Loading and Unloading.” 

Marking: M. D. Smiley, secretary of 
Clinton, Ia., Manufacturers’ and 
Shippers’ association, calls upon 
shippers to use care in seeing that 
marks on package freight are legible; 
Oct 16, p 406. 

Terminals, Handling at: H. MeL. 
Harding, in an address before the 
Traffic Club of New York, declares 
that the substitution of electrically- 
driven machinery for manual labor 
in the handling of freight of this 
description at large terminals would 
result in great reductions in ex- 
penses; Nov 6, p 472. 


PACKING HOUSE PRODUCTS 

Refrigeration: <A _ tariff fixing 15,000 
pounds as the minimum carload of 
fresh meats for which the carrier 
would furnish icing at its expense 
on shipments destined to points east 
of the _ TIllinois-Indiana state line; 
Held, Not unreasonable. Swift & 
Co vs C & A (1791), 16 I C C Rep, 
426; July 3, p 15. 


PASSENGER FARES, TARIFFS AND 


TICKETS 

Council Bluffs, Ia., and Omaha, Neb., 
Between: Held, That fare between 
any point on defendant’s lines in 
Council Bluffs, not including Court- 
land Beach, Ia., and any point on 
defendant’s lines in Omaha _ should 
not exceed 10 cents per passenger. 
West End Improvement Club vs 
Omaha & C B Ry & Bridge Co 
(1004), 17 I C C Rep, 239; Dec 18, 
p 622. 

Commutation: The Commission adheres 
to its former ruling that commuta- 
tion tickets limited in use to the 
members of a certain class are un- 
lawful. In re Regulations Governing 
Sale of Commutation Tickets’ to 
School Children (2362), 17 I C C Rep, 
144; July 31, p 185. 

Excursion: Section 22 of the Act does 
not entirely exempt the issuance of 
excursion tickets from the operation 
of the undue discrimination provision 
of the Act, but the statute iteslf 
authorizes discrimination in permit- 
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ting the issuance of excursion tickets, 
and it is only in cases where the 
privilege has been plainly abused 
that the Commission would be justi- 
fied in interfering. Weber Club & 
Intermountain Fair Assn vs O § L 
et al (2761), 17 I C C Rep, 212; Dec 
11, p 591. 


Iowa: Judge Smith McPherson, United 


States District court, temporarily 
enjoins the enforcement of state 
two-cent fare law with respect to 
the Cedar Rapids & Iowa City Rail- 
way & Light company; Dec 4, p 566. 


Mileage: Where a tariff authorizes the 


sale of mileage tickets good only 
within a specified territory and is 
subsequently amended to include ad- 
ditional territory, tickets sold prior 
to the amendment will not be good 
in the new territory unless said 
amendment specifically authorizes 
honoring outstanding tickets between 
points in the added territory (Conf 
Rul); Oct 23, p 482. 


Portland, Ore., Gateway: United States 


Circuit court, district of Minnesota, 
files order permitting the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to appeal to 
the United States Supreme court for 
a reversal of the injunction issued 
by the former court restraining the 
Commission from enforcing its man- 
date in “In the Matter of Through 
Passenger Routes Via Portland, 
Ore.;”’ July 3, p 32. 

Sale After Departure of Last Train: 
A tariff quoting passenger rates 
provided that tickets should be on 
sale between certain specified dates, 
but did not require that journey 
should commence on day of sale, al- 
though it specified that tickets would 
be good going for a limited period. 
Passenger applied for such ticket on 
the last day of sale and after the 
last train for the day had departed. 
Agent refused to issue the ticket de- 
sired, though the time limit specified 
in the tariff was sufficient to carry 
passenger through to destination 
within that limit even if he left 
initial point the day following the 
sale. Held, That agent should have 
issued ticket as requested, the tariff 
containing no requirement as_ to 
when journey should begin: Held 
further, That if tariff had provided 
that journey must commence on the 
day of the sale of the ticket, agent 
could not have legally issued such 
ticket after the last train for the 
~~ departed (Conf Rul); Oct 23, 


Site Trips: A note in a through tariff 
providing that passengers purchas- 
ing through tickets thereunder shall 
be entitled to such side trips as are 
stated in the individual tariffs on 
file with the Commission of the 
parties to the through rate is suf- 
ficient compliance with the law and 
the rules of the Commission—Modi- 
fication of Con Rul, 148 (Conf Rul); 
Oct 23, p 431. 


PASSES 


See “Free Transportation.”’ 


PAYNE, C. W., Cameron Lumber Com- 


pany, Weco, Tex. 

Act to Regulate Commerce: Favors 
that Commission be given right to 
investigate changes before becoming 
effective, physical valuation of rail- 
Ways, government’ supervision of 
securities and co-operation between 
federal and state commissions; Aug 
28, p 270. 


PENNSYLVANIA 

Accidents: State railroad commission 
reports June fatalities on steam 
roads as 79; injuries, 635; Aug 28, p 
274. 

Complaints: England, Walton & Co., 
Philadelphia, lodge complaint with 


state railroad commission against the 
Pennsylvania Line, asking that re- 
quirement that untanned hides will 
be shipped only in open cars be an- 
nulled; Aug 7, p 210. 

—Columbia Manufacturing company 
alleges discrimination in the matter 
of transfer charges by the Pennsyl- 
— railroad at Columbia; Aug 7, 
P Wilson Brothers, New Castle, al- 
lege discrimination in rates via the 
Pittsburgh, Shawmut & Northern 


Decisions: 


from St. Marys to New Castle; Aug 
7%, p 222. 

State railroad commission 
dismisses petition of Robert S. Mc- 
Clure et al for the establishment of 
local freight stations along low grade 
line of the Pennsylvania between 
Atglen and Columbia; Oct 2, p 368. 
—Before a shipper may base a claim 
for reparation on the difference be- 
tween the rates quoted him by an 
agent of the carrier and those actu- 
ally assessed, he must have his quo- 
tation confirmed. Complaint for re- 
covery of reparation dismissed. Gar- 
rett pe Co vs P R R; Oct 2, 
p 358. 


Track Storage: Court of common pleas, 


Pittsburg, rules against Pennsylvania 
road in suit to collect track storage 
charges from shippers; holds state 
law fixes demurrage charges at $1 
per day and precludes the assess- 
ment of aditional track storage 
charges; July 17, p 141. 


PENNSYLVANIA COMPANY 
Tariffs: See 


“Tariffs — Simplification 
of.’”’ 


PERISHABLE FREIGHT 
See ‘Freight, Perishable.” 


PETROLEUM and Its Products 
Minneapolis and St. 


Paul, Minn., to 
South Dakota Points: Held, That 
fourth-class rates should be applied 
on less-than-carload movements of 
illuminating oils and gasoline. Bar- 
tles Oil Co et al vs C M & St P et 
al aa 17 I C C Rep, 146; Aug 14, 
p 232. 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa. 
Cement: 


Joint committee of commer- 
cial organizations, investigating sub- 
ject of alleged discrimination against 
Philadelphia in cement rates, breaks 
off negotiations with the carriers 
and recommend that case be taken 
before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission (Aug 7, p 206). Commer- 
cial organizations decide to continue 
campaign for lower cement rates, 
but plan investigation of present 
tariffs before filing case with the 
Commission; Master Builders’ Ex- 
change asked to join movement (Nov 
13, p 497). Joint committee reports 
that no basic changes have been 
made in rates since agitation began; 
to investigate legal aspects of the 
situation; Dec 11, p 615. 

Competition with New York, WW. Y.: 
Held, That competitive conditions 
exist at New York which do not 
exist at Philadelphia, which justify 
the carriers in extending a longer 
free storage time on flour at the 
former city. Brey vs P R R et al 
(1892), 16 I C C Rep, 497; July 10, 

41 


p 41. 
Import Rates: See “Rate Wars.” 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa., Commercial Ex- 


change of 

Demurrage Rules, Uniform Code of: 
Files brief in support of modifica- 
tions desired in behalf of grain and 
flour interests: exception taken to 
free time; would eliminate half holi- 
days from time computation; favors 
reciprocal demurrage; July 24, p 167. 


PHILADELPHIA & READING RAIL- 
WAY 


Earnings: Annual report for 1909 
shows reduced income; coal company 
also shows greatly reduced earnings, 
but report adopts very optimistic 
tone as to conditions now existing; 
Sept 25, p 346. 


PLASTER 


Grand Rapids, Rates from: The adjust- 
ment of rates to points in Official 
and Southern Classification territo- 
ries, Wisconsin and that part of 
Illinois taking Western Classification 
ratings held, upon the facts disclosed 
by the record. not unreasonable. 
Acme Cement Plaster Co vs L §$ 
& M S et al (1431), 17 I C C Rep, 
30; July 17. p 107. 

Substitution in Transit for Lime: See 
“Lime.”’ 


POPE, E. B., Western Passenger Agent, 


Chesapeake & Ohio Railway. 
Utterances: Addresses’ thirty-seventh 
annual convention of the American 
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INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Rates 


a rg I 


Association of Traveling Passenger | PRODUCE 


Agents on “‘The Complete Co-opera- 


tion of All Departments and Closer 


See ‘‘Fruit and Vegetables.”’ 


Relations with the Public;’” Oct 16, | PUBLICATIONS 


p 403. 


PORTLAND GATEWAY 
Courts: United States Circuit court, 


district of Minnesota, filed order al- 
lowing appeal from its injunction 
restraining the enforcement of the 
mandate of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; appeal to go to the 
a States Supreme court; July 3, 
p 32. 


PORTO RICO 


Rates to and from United States: The 
Commission will recognize the valid- |PUEBLO, Colo. 


ity, when properly concurred in by 
the water carriers, of joint through 


McPherson, 


Logan G.: “Railroad 
Freight Rates in Relation to the In- 
dustry and Commerce of the United 
States;’’ review of same; Aug 7, p 
207. 


Tariffs: Review of features of Penn- 


sylvania company’s brick tariff con- 
taining all brick-rates of that sys- 
tem; discussion of tariff simplicity 
movement; Nov 20, p 528. 

—Review of same company’s class 
tariffs and further discussion of tar- 
iff simplifications; Dec 25, p 674. 


Rate Adjustment: See ‘‘Colorado.”’ 


rates from points in the United |RAIILWAY BUSINESS ASSOCIATION 


States to Porto Rican ports and vice 
versa (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 434. 


POSTS AND POLES, Fence 


POULTRY 
Refrigeration: <A _ tariff fixing 15,000 


PREFERENCE 
See “Discrimination.” 


PREMIUMS 
Distinguished from Trade-Marks: See 


PREPAID RATES 
See ‘‘Rates.’’ 


PRIVATE SIDE TRACKS 
See “Side Tracks, Private.’’ 


PRIVILEGES, Special 
See also “Rebilling,’’ ‘‘Discrimination,”’ 


See also ‘‘Lumber.” 
Beaudette, Minn., to Dakota Points: 


Held, That rates via Warroad, Minn., 
should not exceed the following: 


Rate, 

To— Cents. 

Gree Pere, Wh. Dciccikcwvieccan 13% 

CREO, he isis coccc cade swcaces 15% 
NS, Bi Bice se ce aes neierylowaiass - 16 
PI A IR te ctkeecusweeeddcecaess 20 
I Is Mlle oid bin calkGelowaneae - 23 
I Bs Bag His vote Seb udeeee ses 23 
TS I. isk vicciaeaceswanemed 31 
PORIOOT, CT hii cvciscecccansios 26 

WRMROTUOWE,. BE PR iss os natacoons 23% 


Partridge Lumber Co vs Gt Nor et 
al (2554), 17 I C C Rep, 276; Dec 
18, p 6382. 


Warroad, Minn., to Dakota Points: 


Held, That rates should not exceed 
the following: 


Rate, 
To— Cents. 
Grand, Works, Wl. Dicicsccscosees 10% 
POT, Th Divider acnenecedwasse 12% 
UN Ws TORS aioe’ daha Riaceraralaveinls « 3 
AD Me EI cadiarecs onciclinclevdaaas o 3 
a MN Main die ava Hib ow eran seetele - 20 
POD, I a oisdn sc edd acnccbi 26 
OEE, TN, Di aicsicciasiciesdlesion 28 
PGE. Te Riise dnt ccmewddwedes 23 
UOT. - FE hii cdiecicnccvscwes 20% 
SS Se eee - 26 


Partridge Lumber Co vs Gt Nor et 
al (2554); Dec 18, p 632. 


pounds as the minimum carload for 
which the carier would furnish icing 
at its expense on shipments destined 
to points east of the Illinois-Indiana 
state line; Held, Not unreasonable. 
Swift & Co vs C & A (1791), 16 I 
C C Rep, 426; July 3, p 15. 


“Trade-Marks.”’ 


“Reshipping,” “Substitution in Tran- 
sit” and ‘‘Yarding-in-Transit.”’ 


Cancelation: The cancelation of a tariff 


cannot be construed as ae with- 
drawal of all rights arising under 
such tariff to those who have availed 
themselves of its provisions prior to 
the date that such tariff dies. In- 
terstate Remedy Co vs American 
Exp Co (2018), 16 I C C Rep, 436; 
July 3, p 4. 


Extension to Non-Competitive Points: 


If carriers voluntarily extend a privi- 
lege to one non-competitive point, 
they must treat alike all points 
similarly situated. Brey vs P R R 
et al (1892), 16 I C C Rep, 497; July 
10, p 41. 


PROCEDURE IN FORMAL CASES 


See “Complaints—Form  of.”’ “TInter- 
state Commerce Commission’”’ and 
‘*Reparation.”’ 





Hepburn, Wm., Ex-Congressman, lowa: 


Addresses association on ‘Popular 
Sentiment and Railroad Legislation;’’ 
declares that strict observance of 
present laws governing railroads will 
be carriers’ price of freedom from 
the enactment of future restrictive 
measures; Dec 4, p 574. 


Ripley, E. P., President, Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe Railway: Delivers 
address on “‘The Railroads and Pub- 
lic Approval;’’ urges absolute frank- 
ness in carriers’ dealings with the 
public; to win popular approval, the 
people must be taken into the rail- 
roads’ confidence; speech in full; Nov 
20, p 529. 


RAILWAYS, Street 
Jurisdiction of the Commission Over: 


Street railways engaged in the inter- 
state transportation of passengers 
are common carriers and are there- 
fore amenable to the terms of the 
Act to Regulate Commerce and the 
jurisdiction of the Commission. West 
End Improvement Club vs Omaha & 
Cc B Ry & Bridge Co (1004), 17 I C 
C Rep, 239; Dec 18, p 622. 


RATE ADVANCES 
Lemon: Transcontinental Lines ad- 


vance lemon rates 15 cents from 
California terminals to all points to 
which rates are quoted (Nov 6, p 
466). Southern California lemon 
growers pledge $50,000 fund to fight 
15-cent increase in transcontinental 
rates (Oct 23, p 442). Vice-President 
Nicholson of the Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe defends increase; de- 
clares it justified by real facts of 
the controversy that $1 rate was only 
a “relief rate’ (Nov 20, p 531). 
Judge Morrow, United States Cir- 
cuit court, issues temporary restrain- 
ing order against lemon rate advance; 
(Nov 20, p 536). 


New York, N. Y., to Denver, Colo., 


via Galveston, Tex.: Judge Lewis, 
United States District court, Den- 
ver, denies application of George J. 
Kindel for an order restraining an 
advance in rates; court holds that 
matter is one for the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; Aug 21, p 
248. 

—E. P. Costigan, attorney for Den- 
ver chamber of commerce, urges that 
advance in class rates be opposed; 
Sept 18, p 334. 


Official Classification Territory: C. C. 


McCain issues a pamphlet entitled 
“The Diminished Purchasing Power 
of Railway Earnings,’’ in which he 
argues for an upward revision of 
freight rates; declares tendencies of 
last ten years, including increased 
cost of labor, supplies and money, 
make this step necessary; declares 
investigations have disclosed follow- 
ing facts: (a) That there has been, 
since 1897, a general lowering of 
freight rates, which has gone so far 
as to threaten the stability of the 
whole railway industry and all al- 
lied industries; (b) that this decline 
has not been effected to meet the 
necessities of shippers, but has been 
accomplished, without the efforts of 
shippers or the consent of carriers, 
through the gradual depreciation of 
the money in which rates are paid; 
(c) that a readjustment of charges 
will offset this loss can be made 
without serious inconvenience to any 
shipper and without materially aug- 
menting the price of any article to 


the consumer; (d) that the urgent 
need of a prompt readjustment of 
sufficient extent to remove the neces- 
sity for a lowering of wages is fully 
realized by the public authorities 
charged with the duties of investi- 
gating such matters (Sept 11, p 302). 
Shippers view McCain pamphlet as 
reopening of campaign for higher 
rates; declare. that annual _state- 
ments of the carriers filed with the 
Lnterstate Commerce Commission re- 
fute arguments justifying an increase 
in rates (Oct 16, p 398). Meeting of 
national, middle western and eastern 
commercial interests held in Cincin- 
nati, O., October 19, to further con- 
sider McCain pamphlet; declare 
figures are misleading; that earnings 
of railways have greatly increased 
during decade under review, that net 
income per mile of road, all roads, 
had increased 345 per cent; appoints 
committee to formulate answer to 
this and other pamphlets of similar 
tenor that may be issued; inaugu- 
rates counter-educational campaign; 
Presidents Brown and McCream of 
New York Central and Pennsylvania 
systems, respectively, deny that any 
general advance is contemplated; 
McCain defends his figures (Oct 23, 
p 419). Eastern press scouts idea 
that rates may be advanced by de- 
creasing the spread between stand- 
ard all-rail and rail-and-water and 
differential route rates (Oct 30, p 
453). Slason Thompson, manager, 
Bureau of Railway News and Sta- 
tistics, issues leaflet in support of 
McCain’s “Diminished Purchasing 
Power of Railway Earnings;’”’ at- 
tacks figures used at the Cincinnati 
conference, declares shippers have 
blundered into the per-mile-of-line 
theory and that they have been 
guilty of using falacious units (Oct 
30, p 447). W. C. Brown, president 
of the New York Central lines, re- 
plying,to a letter from J. C. Lin- 
coln, president of the National In- 
dustrial Traffic League, declares that 
his lines are not even considering 
the question of an increase in rates 
(Oct 30, p 446). Luis Jackson, in- 
dustrial commissioner, Erie railroad, 
declares advance may become neces- 
sary in short time; defends McCain 
pamphlet (Nov 18, p 501). 


RATES, in General 
Any-Quantity: Where carriers have in 


effect a uniform rate per hundred 
pounds for any quantity, which rate 
applies uniformly to all shippers, a 
different rate applied to carloads 
from that applied to less than car- 
loads will not be ordered, especially 
when such differential will have the 
tendency to increase the rates on 
less than carloads, and, further, to 
cut off consumers and small dealers 
from purchasing at distant markets 
in less than carload lots. Duncan 
& Co et al vs N C & St IL et al 
(1698), 16 I C C Rep, 590; July 10, 
43. 

ae long as carriers publish a rea- 
sonable any-quantity rate, the mere 
fact that they publish a lower rate 
in carloads on other articles does not 
justify the Commission in ordering a 
carload rate upon the article in ques- 
tion. Bentley & Olmstead Co et al 
vs LS &M S etal (1286), 17 IC C 
Rep, 56; July 17, p 107. 

Application of: The application of 

combination rates on one junction 
on freight moving through another 
is permissible, but only under a 
tariff rule definitely providing there- 
for (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 434. 
—It is an entirely erroneous as- 
sumption that where there are two 
or more lines with different rates 
betwen two points a shipper may 
secure the application of the lowest 
rate by either of such lines regard- 
less of which one he uses. Hill & 
Webb vs M K & T et al (1812), 16 
I C C Rep, 569); July 10, p 76. 

Basing-Point System: See also ‘‘Rates, 
Southwestern.”’ 


Carload: A broker purchased _ three 
lots of goods from merchants in the 
same place for shipment to one cus- 
tomer as a carload, but failed to 
give proper instructions to the car- 
rier and the carrier sent forward the 
three lots to destination as_ less- 
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Rates 


Changes: Held, That the date of origi- 


Combination: In the absence Of a pub- 


Competitive, Reparation on: After Sep- 


Contract Cannot Supersede Tariff: A 


AND THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN—VOL. V. 
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than-carload shipments. Upon in- 
quiry as to whether the carrier 
might assess the carload rate; Held, 
That charges must be collected on 
the less-than-carload rate basis 
(Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 431. 


nal shipment determines the rights, 
privileges and obligations attaching 
to that shipment throughout its 
transportation. Interstate Remedy 
Co vs American Exp Co (2018), 16 
IC C Rep, 436; July 3, p 4. 


lished specific through rate between 
two points, the tariff indicating no 
specific way of making up a through 
rate, the lowest combination of local 
rates over the route of the move- 
ment is the lawful charge, even 
though a combination of local and 
specific through rates between the 
points in question should make a 
higher charge. Contact Process Co 
vs N Y C & St L et al (1720), 17 
I C C Rep, 184; Dec 11, p 597. 


tember 1, 1909, the Commission will 
not award reparation where a Car- 
rier has reduced a rate simply to 
meet the lower rate of a competitor 
(Conf Rul); July 17, p 134. 


shipper entered into a contract with 

a carrier for the carriage of goods at 

a certain rate; the carrier issued a 

tariff under which the total charges 

collected were higher than _ those 
named in the contract. Held, That 
the contract was not binding and 
that its violation furnished no 
ground for redress under the Act to 

Regulate Commerce. Ames Brooks 

Co vs Rutland et al (1680), 164 IC C 

Rep, 479; July 3, p 6. 

—Protecting from Sudden Changes: 

See “Act to Regulate Commerce— 

Changes in, Proposed.”’ 

Differentials: Held, That differentials 
diminish with increasing distance 
and vanish when the mileage on 
which they are based becomes in- 
considerable in proportion to the 
total mileage from basing point to 
destination. Williams vs Vicks S 
& P et al (1827), 16 I C C Rep, 
482; July 3, p 1. 

Discriminatory: See ‘‘Rates, Water.’’ 
Distance Tariffs: See ‘Tariffs.’’ 
Export and Import, Specific: See un- 

der various commodities. 

Express: See ‘Express.’ 

Import: Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
railway increases inland proportionals 
on import traffic from the Orient; 
understood that Canadian Pacific will 
join in movement; Nov 20, p 524. 

Joint: See ‘‘Routes, Through.”’ 

Lawfully Effective: The rate in effect 
when a carrier receives property for 
transportation and issues bills of lad- 
ing therefor is the one lawful, ir- 
respective of the fact that there a 
change may become effective before 
the shipment actually moves (Conf 
Rul); Oct 23, p 431. 

Milling-in-Transit: Held, That grain 
can move only as a through move- 
ment on the through rate in effect 
at the time it starts, or as a local 
movement. In re Milling-in-Transit 


Rates (933), 17 I C C Rep, 113; July 


17, p 104. 

Misquotation as Basis for Reparation: 
See ‘‘Reparation.”’ 

Must Be in Accordance with Tariffs: 
The rates charged and_ collected 
must be in accordance with the 
tariff legally effective whether the 
same was issued in compliance with 
any private agreement with a ship- 
per or not. Hood vs D & H (1053), 
17 IC C Rep, 15: July 10. p 47. 

Must Be Filed: 
interstate transportation by a car- 


rier that has neglected to file and 


publish its rates is as serious a vio- 
lation of the law as failure to ob- 


serve such rates when filed (Conf 


Rul); Oct 23, p 4382. 
Porto Rican: The 


p 434. 
Preferential: Carriers 





Prepay: 


Rail-and-Water: 


Southwestern: 





The performance of 


Commission will 
recognize the validity, when properly 
concurred in by the water carriers, 
of joint through rates from points in 
United States te ports in Porto Rico 
and vice versa (Conf Rul); Oct 23, 


shipping over 
the lines of other carriers are to be 
treated as any other shipper; there 


is no warant in law to justify pref- 
erential rates to them. MHitchman 
Coal & Coke Co vs B & O et al 
— 16 I C C Rep, 512; July 10, 


—There is no warrant in law to 
justify preferential rates to carriers 
and if carriers insist upon maintain- 
ing such rates they must expect that 
this voluntary action upon their part 
will be accepted and taken as evi- 
dence of the unreasonableness of 
the higher rates which they under- 
take to enforce against other shippers. 
Hitchman Coal & Coke Co vs B & O 
et al (1473), 16 I C C Rep, 512; July 
10, p 50. 

Carriers may not lawfully 
make a difference in rates based 
upon the time of the payment of 
charges. Boise Commercial Club vs 
Adams Express Co et al (2016), 17 
I C C Rep, 115; July 17, p 127. 
Where rail-and-wa- 
ter and all-rail rates are both avail- 
able, in the absence of routing in- 
structions, the initial carrier is not 
required to route via rail-and-water 
(Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. 


Released: The agent of a shipper, not 


knowing the value of a dog to be 
sent by express, declared his value 
at $500, although the animal was 
worth only $15; charges were as- 
sessed on the declared valuation, 
but consignee declined to accept 
shipment and pay charges. Upon in- 
quiry as to whether charges might 
be collected upon the actual valua- 
tion, Held, That the shipper, being 
responsible for the act of his agent, 
charges at the -valuation given must 
= collected (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 


Kansas railroad com- 
mission finishes compilation of com- 
parative freight rates; declares that 
practice of using Missouri river as 
a basing point for rates into Kan- 
sas discriminates against interior 
points in that state and is unduly 
preferential to Missouri river cities; 
recommends action before the In- 
eee Commission; Sept 
» p 289. 


Through: While the Commission has 


frequently held that through rates 
betwen certain points should not 
exceed the combination of locals be- 
tween the same points, this is not 
a universal rule, especially in the 
case of common rates from points 
in each of contiguous group terri- 
tories. White Bros vs AT & S F 
et al >. 17 I C C Rep, 288; Dec 


9 


25, p 660. 

—Nullification of: A through rate 
regularly published betwen two 
points and available under the tariff 
over several routes is not nullified as 
to one route because of the failure 
of the participating cariers to agree 
upon divisions over that route. Ger- 
main Co vs NO & N E et al (1945), 
17 I C C Ren; 22; July 17, o 14. 

Voluntary Reduction of: <A _ carrier 
voluntarily establishing a through 
rate less than the sum of the locals 
after a shipment has moved does 
not, ipso facto, become liable for the 
difference between the amount ac- 
tually assessed on said shipment and 
what would have been assessed had 
said lower through rate been in ef- 
fect. Stock Yards Cotton & Linseed 
Meal Co vs M K & T et al (2217), 17 
ICC Rep, 295; Dec 25, p 667. 


RATES, Reasonableness of 


Contracts: An agreement between 
carrier and shipper as to rates may 
be regarded and used as evidence 
of an admission as betwen the par- 
ties executing it, of strong. evi- 
dentiary value, that the rate agreed 
upon its reasonable. Hood & Sons 
vs D & H (1053), 17 I C C Rep, 15; 
July 10, p 47. 

Difference in Time of Payment of 
Charges: See ‘“Rates—Prepay.” 

Divisions: It is well settled that the 
divisions accepted by a carrier can- 
not be taken as the measure of the 
reasonableness’. of its separately 
established rates. Acme Cement 
Plaster Co vs L S & M §&S et al 
(1431), 17 I C C Rep, 30; July 17, 


p 107. 
Non-Tariff Charges: Where a trans- 
portation service has been rendered 


Tonnage: 


for which no tariff authority exists 
and the shipper has paid the carrier 
the sum claimed for that service, the 
Commissionh as the right to inquire 
into the reasonableness of _ said 
charge and order the repayment of 
whatever the carrier has collected 
over and above what is found to be 
a reasonable charge. Memphis Frt 
Bureau vs K C Sou et al (1924), 17 
I C C Rep, 90; July 17, p 113. 


Sectional: It is a matter of common 


knowledge that freight rates are con- 
trolled by various and varying condi- 
tions and therefore the rates estab- 
lished in one section furnish no re- 
liable standard by which to measure 
the reasonableness of rates in an- 
other section where dissimilar con- 
ditions prevail. Acme Cement Plaster 
Co vs L S & M §S et al (1431), 17 
I C C Rep, 30; July 17, p 107. 


Through Rates, Voluntary Reduction of: 


A carrier voluntarily establishing a 
through rate less than the sum of 
the locals after a shipment has moved 
does not, ipso facto, becomes liable 
for the _ difference between the 
amount charged and the amount 
which would have been collected if 
the through rate had been in effect 
at the time of the movement. Stock 
Yards Cotton & Linseed Meal Co vs 
M K & T et al (2217), 17 I C C Rep, 
295; Dec 25, p 667. 


Through Rate Greater Than Combina- 


tion of Locals: While the Commis- 

sion has frequently held that through 

rates between certain points should 
not exceed the combination of locals 
between the same points, this is not 

a universal rule, especially in the 

case of common rates from points 

in each of contiguous group terri- 

tories. White Bros vs AT &S F 
et al (2355), 17 I C C Rep, 288; Dec 
25, p 660. 

While the amount shipped 
by a concern has little or no bear- 
ing on the question of the reason- 
ableness of the rates, it is of some 
significance where the shipments 
reach substantial proportions. Acme 
Cement Plaster Co vs LS & MS 
et al (1431), 17 I C C Rep, 30; July 
17, p 107. 

Via Other Lines: A rate is not un- 
reasonable simply because a lower 
rate is in effect via other lines. 
South Canyon Coal Co vs Colo & Sou 
et al (2704), 17 I C C Rep, 86; Dec 
25, p 667. 


RATES, Water 


Competition Between Railroads and 
Steamers in Coastwise Traffic: Ves- 
sel Owners’ and Captains’ association 
declare that discriminatory coastwise 
rail rates are crushing life out of 
sailing service; that number of ves- 
sels in service has been reduced 80 
per cent; discuss’ possibility of 
bringing matter to attention of In- 
terstate Commerce Commission; Oct 
16, p 402. 


RATE WARS 
Import: 


Chesapeake & Ohio makes 
reductions in rates from Newport 
News, Va., to western points; new 
rates effective September 1; reduc- 
tions made are first class, 2 cents; 
second and third, 4 cents; fourth and 
fifth, 1 cent, and sixth, 1% cents 
(July 31, p 195). No signs of im- 
mediate cessation of slashing of 
westbound charges on import freight; 
Boston & Maine meets latest cuts 
of rivals, leaving status quo of fight 
the same as at the commencement 
of hostilities, viz., Baltimore and 
Boston rates on a par; a review of 
the struggle since its Inception shows 
that Boston-Chicago rates have re- 
duced a total of 12, 16, 2, 4, 4 and 6 
cents on the respective six classes 
and Baltimore 9, 12, 2, 3, 3, 4% 
cents (Oct 9, p 385). Ocean Steam- 
ship company of Savannah joins con- 
test by filing rates from Boston, 
Mass.. to St. Louis, Mo., and group 
and Missouri river points, via Sa- 
vannah, Ga. (Oct 23. p 441). East- 
ern press scouts idea that settle- 
ment of conflict may mean decrease 
in spread between all-rail standard 
and rail-and-water and _ differential 
routes in rates to Chicago from 
seaboard (Oct 30, p 453). Traffic of- 
ficials reported as having reached 










Rate Wars 


tentative settlement until first of the 
year; status quo of present rates to 
be preserved, i. e., Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore and Boston to use Baltimore 
class rate basis, and some adjust- 
ments to be made in commodity 
rates (Nov 20, p 536). Traffic of- 
ficials of interested lines reported as 
declaring that contest is one of com- 
mercial interests of different cities 
and that these should settle their 
business differences; it is intimated 
that if commercial organizations of 
different seaboard cities can reach 
an agreement as to what rate re- 
lationships each is entitled to there 
will be little difficulty in settling the 
differences among the carriers; Phila- 
delphia chamber of commerce takes 
the initiative and calling a confer- 
ence of commercial organizations in 
other cities (Dec 4, p 571). Repre- 
sentatives of commercial organiza- 
tions of Philadelphia meet with rep- 
resentatives from Baltimore and dis- 
cuss import rate situation; Phila- 
delphians organize a permanent joint 
committee on freight rate differ- 
entials; decide to ask railroads for 
complete data on rates and traffic 
oe cities affected (Dec 11, p 
ye 
Sugar: New Orleans lines extend Chi- 
cago rates into that part of Central 
Freight association territory in In- 
diana and Ohio east of South Bend 
and Indianapolis, Ind., and north of 
the Big Four line from Cincinnati 
to Cleveland, O.; rate also made ap- 
plicable to Detroit, Mich.; Trunk 
Lines threaten reprisals in the way 
of reductions to Mississippi valley 
territory from eastern refining points; 
Nov 13, p 496. 


~ 


RAWN, |. G., President, Chicago, In- 


dianapolis & Louisville Railway. 

Biography: Biographical sketch of rail- 
way career, illustrated with photo- 
graph; Dec 4, p 566. 


REBATES 


See also ‘‘Discrimination.”’ 

Contracts: Judge Van Fleet, United 
States District court, California, 
holds that liability to prosecution for 
violation of the interstate commerce 
act with respect to rebating does 
not absolve a carrier from being 
sued for damages for failure to ful- 
fill contractual obligations made 
prior to the Hepburn act, overruling 
defendant’s demurrer to suit. Uhl- 
man & Covs AT & S F; Nov 20, 
p 520. 


REBATES, Fines, Indictments, Etc. 


American Tobacco Co.: Indicted by 
federal grand jury at Louisville, Ky., 
on charge of receiving rebates; 
Louisville & Nashville, Louisville, 
Henderson & St. Louis and Lucien 
J. Irwin, president of the latter road, 
indicted on charge of granting il- 
legal allowances; Dec 4, p_ 582. 

Buffalo & Susquehanna and Erie rail- 
roads plead not guilty, with per- 
mission to withdraw plea and demur 
to the indictment, to charge of 
granting rebates on coal shipments 
from Dubois, Pa., to Elmira, N. Y., 
to Buffalo & Susquehanna Coal Min- 
ing Co.; latter pleads not guilty to 
charge of receiving same (July 17. 
p 147). Buffalo & Susquehanna Coal 
Mining Co. and Erie railroad file 
demurrers to indictments (Sept 18, 
p 336). 

Callahan, James: See “J. B. Sardy,” 
post. 

Gibson, W. J.: See “J. B. Sardy,”’ 
post. 

Holland-Amerika Steamship Company: 
Federal grand jury at New York, N. 
Y., reported to be _ investigating 
charges made by the World of that 
city that rail lines have been guilty 
of paying steamship company rebates 
on foreign freight (Sept 18, p 320). 
Reported that indictments were made 
by federal grand jury, but names of 
the accused not made public (Oct 2, 
p 362). Adrian Gips, general agent, 
Holland-Amerika Steamship com- 
pany, indicted on charge of receiv- 
ing rebates from railroads on con- 
signments of foreign freights; Nov 
13. p 502. 

win, -L. J.: See “American To- 
bacco Co.,”’ ante. 


Sardy, J. B., 


Southern Pacific 
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Lake Shore & Michigan Southern 


railway indicted by- federal -grand 
jury at Cincinnati, O., on charge of 
receiving illegal rate concessions on 
shipments of ties from Tennessee; 
Oct 16, p 413. 


Louisville, Henderson .& St. Louis 


Railway: See ‘American Tobacco 
Co.,”’ ante. 


Louisville & Nashville Railroad: See 


“American Tobacco Co.,’’ ante. 

Gibson and 
James Callahan indicted: by grand 
jury in United States District court 
at Chicago, Ill., on charge of solicit- 
ing and granting illegal concessions 
on fertilizer shipments; July 3, p 35. 


company fined 
$2,000 by United States District 
court at Los Angeles, Cal., on charge 
of making illegal rate concessions to 
the Penn Fruit and the Harris-New- 
mark companies; defendant entered 
plea of guilty, but alleged that of- 
fense was of a wholly technical na- 
ture; indictment with respect to 
shipment from Hongkong to San 
Francisco dismissed upon showing 
that subsequent movement was pure- 
ly intrastate; Oct 16, p 398. 


World (N. Y.) Cases: See ‘‘Holland- 


Amerika Steamship Company,’’ ante. 


REBILLING 
When Unlawful: Rebilling privileges, in 


which the inbound shipment moves 
in under a local rate, with no agree- 
ment of through carriage between 
shipper and carrier at the point of 
origin, and which loses its identity 
at the rebilling point, operates as a 
device by which traffic may move 
at less than the lawful tariff rate 
and is illegal. Duncan & Co et al 
vs NC & St L et al (1698), 16 ICC 
Rep, 43; July 10, p 43. 


RECEIVERSHIPS 


Chicago, Peoria & St. Louis Railway: 
Defaults in payment of interest on 
bonds; petition for receivers filed 
by Trust Company of America; 
Judge Humphrey, United States Dis- 
trict court, southern district of Illi- 


nois, appoints J. P. Ramsey and H. } 


Herriam receivers in bankruptcy; July 
10, p 81. 


RECONSIGNMENT 
See also ‘‘Back Haul.”’ 
Change of Consignee Only: Held, That 


where service consists merely in 
changing the name of the consignee, 
reconsignment charge should not ex- 
ceed $1 per car. Beekman Lumber 
Co vs K C Sou et al (1940), 1I7I CC 
Rep, 86; July 17, p 121. 


Extension of Privilege Only to Re- 


move Discrimination: The Commis- 
sion does not feel justified in initiat- 
ing or extending the application of 
reconsignment privileges unless 
deemed necessary to correct unjust 
diescrimination. Sunnyside Coal 
Mining Co vs D & R G et al (1832), 
16 I C C Rep, 558. 


Extension of Time Limit Not Basis 


for Reparation: The fact that for 
commercial reasons a carrier volun- 
tarily cancels a time limitation on 
reconsignment does not afford a 
just basis for reparation on past 
shipments. Sunnyside Coal Mining 
Co vs D& RG et al (1832), 14 IC 
C Rep, 588; July 10. p 78. 

Removing Part of Shipment at Re- 
consigning Point: The right of re- 
consignment in transit does not carry 
with it a right to remove a portion 
of the carload at the _ reconsigning 
point. Acme Cement Plaster Co vs 
C & A et al (2686), 17 I C C Rep, 
220; Dee 18, p 629. 


REFRIGERATION 


Minimum Weights: A tariff fixing 15,- 
000 pounds as the minimum carload 
of dairy products. poultrv, fresh 
meat. etc... destined to points east 
of the fMllinois-Indiana _ state line, 
for which carrier would furnish 
icing at its expense: Held, Not un- 
reasonable. Swift & Co vs C & A 
(1791), 16 I C C Rep, 426; July 3, 
p 15. 


REPARATION ” 

Competitive Rates: After September 1. 
1909, the Commission will not award 
reparation where a carrier has re- 


t 


duced a rate simply to meet the 
lower rate of a competitor (Conf 
Rul); July 17, p 134. 


Courts: J. W. Thompson Lumber com- 


pany et al and Russe & Burgess et 
al file suits in the United States Cir- 
cuit court, northern district of Illi- 
nois, making the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission co-defendant with 
railroads; ask that Commission be 
compelled to so modify its orders in 
eases originally brought by complain- 
ants before it so as to allow repara- 
tion on certain lumber rates—de- 
clared by said body to have been 
unreasonably advanced—from the 
time advance became effective in- 
stead of the time when complaints 
were lodged with the Commission; 
Oct 23, p 429. 


Demurrage: Claims for refund predi- 


cated solely on the fact that car- 
rier did not have demurage tariffs 
on file with the Commission when 
the charges accrued, will not be en- 
tertained with favor by the Com- 
mission (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 434. 


Informal Orders: After September 1, 


1909, the Commission will not award 
reparation, either formally or in- 
formally, in any case where the 
carrier has reduced a rate simply to 
meet that of a competitor (Conf 
Rul); July 17, p 134. 

—Commission issues new rules gov- 
erning the handling of informal 
awards; makes certain modifications 
as to time rates must be maintained, 
group relations and commodity re- 
lations and typographical errors in 
tariffs; intimates that conditions of 
award will be made more stringent 
after September 1, 1909 (Conf Rul); 
July 17, p 134. 

Laches, Shipper’s, a Bar: The failure 
of a shipper to insist upon a car- 
rier’s Abiding by the terms of its 
published schedules, bars the shipper 
from receiving reparation for extra 
charges incured because of _ said 
laches. Crosby & Meyers vs Good- 
rich Transit Co et al (2588), 17 I C 
C Rep, 175; Dec 4, p 568. 

Misquotation of Rates: Before a 
shipper may base a claim for rep- 
aration on the difference between the 
rates quoted him by an agent of the 
earrier and those actually assessed, 
he must have his quotation con- 
firmed. Garrett Lumber Co vs PRR 
(Pa R R Com); Oct 2, p 358. 

Misrouting: Carriers may, under 

amended Rule 70 to 15A, settles all 
claims arising after March 18, 19, 
1907, under the authority of the origi- 
nal ruling without bringing them to 
the Commission, the carrier at fault 
to bear the entire burden of the re- 
fund (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. 
—The acknowledgement of a carrier’s 
responsibility for misrouting, as pro- 
vided in Rule 70 of 15A, must be 
made in good faith; the Commission 
will not recognize the validity of an 
agreement between two _ carriers 
whereby one assumes responsibility 
in all cases (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 434. 
—Division of Refund: The _ subse- 
quent application of a lower rate to 
a route carrying a higher does not 
permit an initial carrier who has 
misrouted shipments via the higher 
route to divide the burden of over- 
charges with its connections (Conf 
Rul); Oct 23, p 435. 

New York: Public service commission, 
second district, holds that it has no 
authority to require a carrier to pay 
reparation because of excessive 
rates; it may find, however, that a 
raté charged has been excessive and 
that the shipper is entitled to repar- 
ation, but if carrier declines to pay 
said refund, the shipper can recover 
only through action in the courts. 
Rock vs D & H Co (N Y Pub Ser 
Com, 2nd Dis); Dec 11. p 608. 

Non-Tariff Charges: Where a trans- 
portation service has been rendered 
for which no tariff authority what- 
ever exists and where the shipper has 
paid the carrier the sum claimed for 
that service, the Commission has ju- 
risdiction to inquire what was a 
reasonable charge for the service and 
to- order the repayment of whatever 
the carrier has collected over and 
above such reasonable charge. Mem- 
phis Frt Bureau vs K C Sou et al 
(1924), 17 I C C Rep, 90; July 17, 
p 118. 
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Payment of Lawful Charges a Pre- 
requisite: An award of reparation 
would not be made where complain- 
ant has not paid the lawful charges 
on a shipment. Males Co vs Lehigh 
& H_R et al (2361); 17 I C C Rep, 
280; Dec 18, p 635. 

Procedure in Formal Cases: Complaints 
for reparation must disclose as nearly 
as possible all the claims of the com- 
plainant covered by or involved in 
the complaint, except when a general 
rate adjustment or rate is involved, 
complaint may contain specific 
prayer for reparation on all ship- 
ments moving thereunder, the prov- 
ing up as to shipments and repara- 
tion due to be left until the question 
of the reasonableness of the rate or 
rates involved has been determined 
(Conf Rul), Oct 23, p 435. 

—Claims for reparation based upon a 
decision of the Commission filed by 
complainants not parties to the 
original proceedings will not ordinar- 
ily be allowed unless reparation was 
claimed in the complaint upon which 
such decision was based, or was 
awarded by the Commission (Conf 
Rul); Oct 23, p 435. 

—Repartion will not ordinarily be 
awarded unless claim is specifically 
disclosed in complaint (Conf Rul); 
Oct 23, p 435. 

Reconsignment Privileges: The can- 
celation of a time limitation’ on re- 
consignment, made voluntarily by a 
carrier for commercial reasons, does 
not afford a just basis for reparation 
on past shipments. Sunnyside Coal 
Mining Co vs D & RG et al (1832), 
16 I C C Rep, 588; July 10, p 78. 

Transit Privileges: If, under transit 
privileges, reshipment for any reason 
becomes impossible, the carrier is 
under no obligation to refund the 
charges collected for the movement 
to the transit point. Anderson, Clay- 
ton & Covs St L& S Fet al (2224), 17 
ICC Rep, 12; July 17, p 132. 


RESHIPPING 


See also ‘“Rebilling.’’ 
Lumber: Held, That owing to dissim- 


ilarity of conditions the application of 


a reshipping privilege at Memphis, 


Tenn., is not unduly discriminatory to 
Cairo, Ill., if proper rates are applied 
thereunder. Sondheimer Co vs Ii 
Cent et al (978), 171 C C Rep, 60; July 


17, p 115. 

Refund of Charges to Transit Point: 
If, under transit privileges, reship- 
ment for any reason becomes impos- 
sible, the carrier is under no obliga- 
tion to refund the charges collected 
for the movement to the _ transit 
point. Anderson, Clayton & Co vs 


StL & S F et al (2224), 17 I C C Rep, 


12; July 17, p 182. 


REVIEWS 
See ‘‘Publications.”’ 


REYNOLDS, Jackson E., General At- 


torney, Central Railroad Company of 


New Jersey. 
Regulation of Railroads: Favors elim- 


ination of state regulation as a factor 


in the control of railroads and urges 
centraliaztion of authority so that 


valuation and _ regulation may be 


made in behalf of the entire coun- 
try. Aug 14, p 235. 


RIPLEY. E. P., President Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway. 


“Railroads and Public Approval’: In 
an address before the Railway Busi- 
ness association, absolute frankness 
in dealings between carriers and 
public is urged; the people must be 
taken into the railroads’ confidence 


if public approval is to be won; 
speech in full. Nov 20, p 529. 


ROCK-ISLAND FRISCO LINES 


Merger, Dissolution of: Combination 


is dissolved, B. F. Yoakum and as- 


sociates purchasing controlling in- 
terest in Frisco from the Rock 
Island; B. F. Winchell is elected 
president of the latter line and H. 
U. Mudge of the Rock Island. Dec 4, 


p 576 


7 

ROSS, Walter L., Vice-President in 
charge of traffic, Clover Leaf system. 
Utterances: Addresses Lincoln, TIIl., 
Chautauqua on railroad question; 
declares co-operation good business; 












asks for square deal for carriers and 
hits at fallacies in valuation methods, 
Oct 2, p 364. 

—J. T. Slatter, manager of the Mer- 
chants’ and Manufacturers’ associa- 
tion of Birmingham, Ala., replies to 
speech, criticising carriers as not 
having been always ready to meet 
public half way. Oct 23, p 430. 


ROUTES, Through 


Coal: Operating conditions and dif- 
ferences in location may furnish 
grounds for the Commission’s refusal 
to establish joint through rates. 
Grand Junction Mining & Fuel Co et 
al vs Colo Mid et al (1755, 17780 and 
1783), 16 I C C Rep, 452; July 3, p 7. 

New York: Under the public service 
commissions law, a carrier engaged 
exclusively in transportation by 
water, is not a common carrier and is 
not subject to the jurisdiction of the 
commission; neither can the powers 
of the commission be exercised to 
compel a carrier under its control to 
join in through routes and joint rates 
with such a_e water carrier, even 
though the water carrier appeal to 
the commission for such show of au- 
thority. Murray Line vs D & H (N 
Y a Ser Com, 2nd Disr); Aug 14, 

Not Always Necessary: The law does 
not require the Commission in all cases 
where no through route and joint 
rate exists to establish a route and 
fix a rate applicable thereto, but only 
empowers it to do so in a proper 
ease for the purpose of giving effect 
to the act. Baer Bros Mercantile Co 
vs Mo Pac et al (2010), 17 I C C Rep, 
225; Dec 18, p 626. 


, Nullification of: A through rate reg- 


ularly published between two points 
and available under the tariff over 
several different routes is not nulli- 
fied as to one such route by the fail- 
ure of the participating carriers to 
agree upon divisions over that route. 
Germain Co vs NO & N E et al 
(1945) 17 I C C Rep, 22; July 17, p 111. 


ROUTING 


See also ‘‘Misrouting.’’ 

Exercising Due Diligence: <A _ carrier 
exercises due diligence in routing 
shipments received without instruc- 
tions when it sends them via the 
natural and convenient route for the 
traffic; no duty rests upon the initial 
earrier to hunt up, with the aid of a 
state distance tariff, some unnatural 
connection by which the shipment 
might reach its destination at a 
slightly lower transportation charge. 
Wheeler Lumber, Bridge & Supply 
Co vs C, M & St P et al (2244), 16 
I C C Rep, 525; July 10, p 64. 

Rail-and-Water: In the absence of 
routing instructions, where rail-and- 
water and all-rail rates are available, 
the initial carrier is not required to 
route via rail-and-water. (Conf Rul); 
Oct 23, p 433. 

Rates via Another Line: It is an en- 
tirely erroneous assumption that 
where there are two or more lines 
with different rates between two 
points a shipper may secure the ap- 
plication of the lowest rates by either 
of such lines regardless of which 
one he uses. Hill & Webb vs M. K 
& T et al (1812), 16 I C C Rep, 569; 
July 10, 76. 

Reservation of Right: A routing rule 
giving initial and participating car- 
riers the right to change routing in 
transit if necessary, but providing 
that if diversion were made from a 
rail to a water line, the liability of 
the carrier should be the same as for 
all-rail carriage held lawful, subject 
to complaint by shippers. (Conf Rul), 
Oct 23, p 432. 

Shipper’s Responsibility: Where a 
shipper specifically directs routing 
via a junction carrying a higher rate, 
the carrier is absolved from responsi- 
bility for higher charges assessed. 
Preston vs C & O (1817), 16 I CC 
Rep, 565: July 10, p 77. 

Specified Routes and Rates: Where a 
rate and route are named in the bill 
of lading and it is discovered that 
named route will not carry specified 
rate, shipment should be sent over a 
route carrying the rate named. 
(Conf Rul), Oct 23, p 433. 

Tariff Provisions Erroneous: Held, 

Where the provisions of a tariff are 
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erroneous in that they specify rout- 
ing via which the commodity rates 
named therein are not applicable, it 
is carriers’ duty to treat shipments 
so routed as though unrouted and 
to forward them via the junction 
making the lowest combination of 
rates. Saner-Whitemen Lbr Co vs 
Texas & N O et al (2189), 17 IC C 
Rep, 290; Dec 25, p 664. 


SAFETY APPLIANCES ACT 


Courts: United States District court, 
St. Louis, Mo., fines St Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern railway for al- 
-_— violation of the act; Nov 27, p 

3. 

National Association of Railway Com- 
missioners: Committee recommends 
enactment of Esch bill providing for 
federal investigation of railway acci- 
dents and of bill giving the Interstate 
Commerce Commission greater au- 
thority in the matter of safety ap- 
pliances; discusses British and 
American train operation; calls at- 
tention to large number of trespassers 
killed; considers despatching by tele- 
phone; report in full; Nov. 20, p 522. 
—See also “Esch Bill.” 


SAGINAW, Mich. 


Rate Adjustment: See “Saginaw Val- 
ley.”’ 


SAGINAW VALLEY, Mich. 


Rate Adjustment: The placing of Sagi- 
naw valley in the rate zone taking 
92 per cent of the Chicago-New York 
rates on traffic from the Atlantic 
seaboard is not unreasonable. Sagi- 
naw Board of ‘rade et al vs Grand 
Trunk et al (1398), 17 I C C Rep, 128; 
July 31, p 177. 


SALT 


Muskogee, Ckla., from Kansas Points: 
Equality of rates from Kansas pro- 
ducing points to Muskogee, Okla., and 
Fort Smith, Ark., the former being 
84 miles nearer the Kansas fields 
than the Arkansas town,’ Held, 
Not unreasonable or discriminatory 
against Muskogee. Muskogee Traffic 
Bureau vs A T & S F et al (2138), 
17I CC Rep, 169; Dec 11, p 593. 

Superior, Neb., to Lusk, Wyo.: Held, 
That rate on rock salt should not ex- 
ceed rate in effect from Superior to 
Douglas, Wyo. Sunderland Bros Co 
vs C & N W et al (2049), 16 I CC 
Rep, 433; July 3, p 25. 

Washburn, Wis., to Glenwood, Minn., 
and points westward, via Minnesota 
Transfer: Held, That rates should 
not exceed 12.8 cents to Glenwood. 
Delray Salt Co vs C St P M & O 
et al (1797), 16 I C C Rep, 507; July 
10, p 66. 


SAN FRANCISCO, Cal., Merchants’ Ex- 


change of 

Water Carriers: Manager Wheeler sub- 
mits report to organization stating 
that until water carriers are free 
from affiliations with rail lines San 
Francisco cannot enjoy the full bene- 
fits of its natural advantages as @& 
coast city; Oct 30, p 457. 


SANTA ROSA, N 


. Mz 

Rate Adjustment: Competitive condi- 
tions, non-existent at Santa Rosa, 
compel lower rates from Chicago, IIl., 
St. Louis, Mo.. and Memphis, Tenn., 
to El Paso, Tex., than from same 
points to Santa Rosa: the rates from 
said points to Roswell, N. M., afford 
no basis for measuring rates to Santa 
Rosa. Moise Bros Co vs CRT & P 
et al (1557), 16 I C C Rep, 550; July 
10, p 68. 


SCHOOL CHILDREN 


See “Passenger Fares, Tariffs and Tick- 
ets—Commutation.”’ 


SHELLS, Mussel 


Terre Haute, Ind., to Davenport, Ia.: 
Held, That rate should not exceed 
15 cents. Davenport Pearl Button 
Co vs CB & Q et al (2517), 171 C 
C Rep, 193; Dec 18, p 637. 


SHIPMENTS 


Interstate Character: When a com- 
modity is purchased in and shipped 
from one state to a point in another 
state the transaction is indelibly im- 
pressed with the character of inter- 
state commerce, and the various 
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mutations through which the article 
passes and the handlings which it 
undergoes while in transit are merely 
incidental to the movement. Hood 
& Sons vs D & H (1053), 17 ICC 
Rep, 15; July 10, p 47. 


SHOES 
See “Boots and Shoes.” 


SHORTAGE, Car 
See “Car Supply.’’ 


SIBLEY ACT 

History: A measure passed by the 
Nebraska state legislature in 1907, re- 
ducing all intrastate express rates, 
excepting rates on merchandise 
weighing less than one pound and 
special contract rates on cream, milk 
and poultry, 25 per cent; action com- 
menced in State court by Attorney- 
General Thompson to enjoin express 
companies from charging rates in ex- 
cess of those fixed by the act July 5, 
1907; taken into Federal court, but 
remanded to state bench October 14; 
temporary injunction against roads 
issued April i5, 1908; special referee 
appointed to take testimony; report 
submitted to Supreme court; tem- 
porary injunction against express 
companies made permanent Sept 25, 
1909; Oct 2, p 360. 


SIDE TRACKS, Private 

Commission Cannot Order Construction 
of: Held, That the Commission has 
no authority to order the construc- 
tion of a private side track by a rail- 
road company, but that its authority 
is limited to ordering a carrier to 
make “a switch connection” with a 
private side track. Winters Metallic 
Paint Co vs € M & St P (1601), 16 
I C C Rep, 587; July 10, p 65. 


SIDE TRIPS 


~—. “Passenger Fares, Tariffs and Tick- 
ets.”’ 







SILER, A. T., Chairman, Kentucky Rail- 
road Commission. 

Utterances: Announces that state 
commission will take up the matter 
of the alleged discriminations in 
freight rates against Louisville, Ky., 
= favor of Cincinnati, O.; Dec 4, p 


SLATTER, J. T., Manager, Merchants’ 
and Manufacturers’ Association, 
Birmingham, Ala. 

Ross, W. L.: Answers Ross’ chau- 
tauqua speech for “Square Deal’ 
q4_V, criticizing carriers as not having 
always been ready to meet public 
half way; condemns certain practices, 
but sees growth of better conditions; 
Oct 23, p 430. 


SMITH, Herbert Knox, Commissioner, 
Bureau of Corporations, Department 
of Commerce and Labor. 

See ‘“‘Waterways.” 


SMOKING CARS 
Caretakers; Free Transportation Lim- 
ited to: 
See “Caretakers.” 


SOAP 
Trade-Marks: A common safety pin, 
impressed in laundry soap while still 
warm and before wrapping, should be 
treated as a trade-mark and not as 
a premium; rates should be assessed 


accordingly. Iowa Soap Co vs C B 
& Q et al (1917), 16 I C C Rep, 444; 
July 3, p 3. 

SOFT COAL 


See “Coal.” 


soo LINE 
See “‘Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste 
Marie Railway.’’ 


SOUTH, The 

Transportation: Writer in Wall Street 
Journal states that southern indus- 
trial activities are demanding greater 
railroad facilities; that carriers will 
soon be forced to expend large sums 
for betterments and extensions and 
that they must reduce their operating 
ratios; article in full; Sept 4, p 285. 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
Fertilizer: State railroad commission 
reduces intrastate rates about 15 per 
cent; increases carload minimum 


Complaints: 


from 10 to 15 tons (Aug 14, p 239). 
Commission amends former order re- 
ducing rates; makes some advances; 
reduces minimum to 10 tons; average 
reduction from original rates said to 
be about 8 per cent, whereas previ- 
Ous order cut about 15 per cent; 
Nov 13, p 501. 


SOUTHWESTERN RATES 


See “Southwestern Shippers’ Traffic 
Association.” 


SOUTHWESTERN SHIPPERS’ TRAF- 


FIC ASSOCIATION 


Lodges complaints with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
asking a readjustment of rates into 
southwestern states, based on rates 
= Gulf of Mexico; Oct 23, p 426, 


Denver, Colo.: E. P. Costigan, attor- 


ney for the chamber of commerce of 
that city, indorses the cardinal prin- 
ciples of the Southwestern associa- 
tion, but sees certain advantages in 
Colorado taking independent action; 
Sept 18, p 334. 

Helm, Judge A. E.: Address Trans- 
Mississippi Commercial Congress, in- 
dorsing views of the association with 
respect to the abolition of the pres- 
ent system of basing rates into 
southwestern territory and the sub- 
stitution therefor of rates based on 
the Gulf; declares adoption of the 
latter method would benefit south- 
western carriers as well as shippers; 
Sept 11, p 306. 

Kansas: State railroad commission 
notifies association that it will inter- 
vene in suit to be brought for a re- 
adjustment of southwestern rates; 
Sept 18, p 336. 


SPECIAL ARTICLES 


Act to Regulate Commerce: For series 
of articles by various shippers and 
other traffic experts discussing pro- 
posed changes to the act in general 
and of the proposition that no change 
shall be made in rates that have been 
in effect for five years or more un- 
less notice of such change is filed 
six months in advance and the pro- 
posed change has received the ap- 
proval of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, see under ‘‘Act to Regu- 
late Commerce—Changes in, Pro- 
posed.”’ 


Culp, J. M., Vice-President, Southern 
Railway: Addresses Graduate School 
of Business Administration, Harvard 
University, on “‘The Construction of 
Freight Rates in the South;’” places 
physiography of the _ southeastern 
states and the consequent influence. 
of water competition as the foremost 
factor in the evolution of rates in 
that section of the country and dwells 
upon the basing-point system as the 
southeastern rate structure’s most 
distinguishing characteristic; address 
in full; Sept 18, p 321. 

—J. H. Johnston, traffic manager of 
the Oklahoma _ Traffic association, 
takes issue with Culp as to justice 
of southeastern rate construction; 
Oct 9, p 384. 

—Campbell, E., Manager, South Caro- 
lina Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
association, attacks Culp’s “Construc- 
tion of Freight Rates in the South;’’ 
condemns basing-point system and 
asks for either its abolition—prefer- 
ably this—or a large increase in the 
number of bases; Dec 4, p 572. 


Canadian Commercial Expansion: Sam- 
uel H. Barker, financial editor of the 
Philadelphia North American, writes 
series of articles on rapid strides 
being made by Canada in commercial 
development and independence; dis- 
cusses effect of new transcontinental 
line on American traffic; Oct 2, p 369. 
—Although the Dominion government 
operates one-tenth of the trackage, 
its policy towards corporation-owned 
lines is most liberal; commends man- 
agement of government railway, ‘‘The 
Intercolonial;’’ Oct 9, p 387. 
—Dominion pays great attention to 
water-borne traffic; has made vast 
expenditures for the improvement of 
water facilities and still plans ex- 
tensive betterments for this trans- 
portation; Oct 16, p 406. 

—Canadian government builds great 
piers to care for large traffic; Mon- 
treal harbor facilities attract ten 


Spud 


ocean lines to that port; world com- 
merce her aim; Oct 23, p 436. 
Capitalization and Earnings: Western 
railway president favors govern- 
ment’s purpose, but points out prac- 
tical difficulties attendant upon ade- 
quate and just regulation of the is- 
suance and sale of securities; Oct 9, 


p 378. 

Filing Illegal Tariffs: Carriers should 
exercise care to see that their issues 
conform to all the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission’s requirements; 
should co-operate with the Commis- 
sion in the observance of its rules; 
tariffs not in consonance with Com- 
mission’s regulations, even though on 
file, are illegal and subject to re- 
a as soon as discovered; Sept 25, 
p _ 

Johnson, Wm. H., General Western 
Agent, Anchor Line: Holds indiffer- 
ence of Chicago, Ill., to water-borne 
traffic is resulting in an ever-increas- 
ing loss of commerce; that her har- 
bor and warehouse facilities are in- 
adequate; points out opportunities for 
development; Sept 4, p 286. 

Railroads Need Fair Hearing: Promi- 
nent shippers discuss reasons why 
consideration of the common carrier 
regulation question has been largely 
one-sided; carriers must meet the 
public half way; a synopsis of lead- 
ing shippers’ opinions; Sept 11, p 300. 

Railway Compensation: Prominent au- 
thority in the railway world ex- 
presses the opinion that carriers are 
not opposed to a fair valuation of 
their property, but the returns al- 
lowed from investments in railroad 
securities must be sufficient to at- 
tract capital to the necessary devel- 
opment of the transportation inter- 
ests of the country; Sept 25, p 346. 

“Railway Valuation;’ Extracts from 
an article on this topic by Jackson 
E. Reynolds, general attorney, Cen- 
tral Railroad Company of New Jer- 
sey; urges centralization of railroad 
regulation so that authority may be 
exercised in behalf of the entire 
country; favors elimination of state 
commissions as a factor in trans- 
portation control; Aug 14, p 235. 

Railway Valuation: Hon Thomas D. 
O’Brien, associate justice, supreme 
court of Minnesota, addresses twen- 
ty-first annual convention of the Na- 
tional Association of Railway Com- 
missioners on “The Apportionment 
between State and Interstate Traffic 
of Railway Property Devoted to Pub- 
lic Service’: extracts from speech; 
Dec 25, p_ 675. 

Slatter, J. T., Manager, Merchants’ and 
Manufacturers’ Association, Birming- 
ham, Ala.: Answers W. L. Ross’ 
“Square Deal’? speech, q v, criticiz- 
ing carriers as not having always 
been ready to meet the public half 
way; condemns certain practices, 
but sees growth of better conditions; 
Oct 23, p 430. : 

Southern Transportation: Writer in 

Wall Street Journal states. that 
southern industrial activities are de- 
manding more railroad facilities; that 
earriers will soon be forced to ex- 
pend large amounts in betterments 
and extensions and that they must 
reduce operating ratios; article in 
full; Sept 4, p 285. 

Transportation and Rates: Railway 
men view former as a public obliga- 
tion and discuss latter in public ap- 
plication—a synopsis of the views of 
leading railroad officials; Sept 11, Pp 
299. 


SPOKANE, CASE 
Rate Adjustment: Atlantic seaboard 
cities oppose adjustment as made in 
the order of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in the original case; to 
fight such readjustment at the re- 
hearing; Sept 25, p 350. 
—New York Chamber of Commerce 
declares proposed rate adjustment @ 
menace to eastern commercial inter- 
ests: decides to intervene in case; 
Oct 16, p 408. 


SPRINGS, Bed 
See ‘Furniture.” 


SPUD, Iron (Part of Dredging Machine) 
Classification: An iron spud, part 0! 
a dredging machine, under transcon- 
tinental tariffs is entitled only to 
machinery rate, not structural steel 

or iron and steel articles rate. Link- 
















'ee 


twee 


ch; 


ing- 
oss’ 
ciz- 
rays 
half 
ices, 
ons; 


in 
that 
de- 
that 
ex- 
ents 
nust 


lway 
liga- 
: ap- 
vs of 
11, Pp 


yoard 
je in 
nerce 
e; to 


nerce 
ont & 
nter- 
case; 


shine) 

rt of 

— 
1 

: Steel 
Link- 


Spud 


AND THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN—VOL. V. 





Tap Lines 49 





Belt Co vs C & N W et al (2096), 16 
ICC Rep, 566; July 10, p 75. 


ST. LOUIS, Mo, 


Packing Cars: Business Men’s League 
presents data showing time over va- 
—— routes during October; Dec 4, 
Pp 


ST. LOUIS & SAN FRANCISCO RAIL- 
ROAD 
Merger, Dissolution of: See ‘Rock 
Island-Frisco Lines.”’ 


STATISTICS 


See also under individual roads. 

Accident: See ‘“Accidents.”’ 

Crop and Business Report: Commer- 
cial National Bank, Chicago, issues 
annual report; has a very optimistic 
outlook; improvement noticeable in 
all lines; bumper crops may _ lessen 
cost of living without any unfavora- 
ble reaction on prosperity of agri- 
cultural classes; railroad gains no- 
ticeable; reviews panic and _ holds 
= system responsible; Aug 21, 
Pp b 


Internal Commerce: Internal commerce 
reports for June give signs of contin- 
ued and healthy improvement in com- 
mercial activity; coke and iron ore 
traffic gain, but foodstuffs ‘‘ease off;’’ 
general traffic conditions show im- 
provement; Aug 7, p 208. 

Lake Commerce: Domestic shipments 

for June total 19,589,552 net tons— 
an approximate increase of 65 per 
cent over June, 1908; iron ore and 
lumber show large gains; coal traf- 
fic falls off; some grains decrease; 
canal traffic good; Aug 7, p 210. 
—August lake traffic breaks all pre- 
vious records; total domestic ton- 
nage, 12,543,057 met tons; iron ore 
important factor in contributing to 
large total; Oct 9, p 391. 
—Reports for September show domes- 
tic lake traffic larger than for same 
month in 1907; iron ore, soft coal 
and lumber show gains over previous 
year; grain, hard coal and lumber 
shipments not so good; car shortage 
felt to hamper coal and grain move- 
ments; canal traffic large; total do- 
mestic shipments for month, 12,527,- 
865 net tons; Nov 6, p 476. 


Railroad Earnings: Atchison, Topeka 

& Santa Fe reports net earnings for 
fiscal year of 1909 equal to 9.48 per 
cent on outstanding stock; net in- 
come for the year, $20,417,990; Oct 
2, p 372. 
—Chicago, Milwaukee & Puget Sound 
Railway: First earnings report for 
August and September shows an op- 
erating income of $854,996 and an 
operating ratio of 39.86 per cent; Dec 
18, p 647. 

° —Chicago & Northwestern Railway: 
Income for fiscal year of 1909 great- 
est in the history of the system; net 
income for year, $13,935,293.55, an in- 
crease of $296,602.08 over 1908; re- 
ports no fatalities to passengers for 
the year; Sept. 25, p 353. 

—Earnings of western roads for fis- 
cal year of 1909 show large increases 
over 1908; Hill lines reduce operat- 
ing expenses; June reports show up 
well; Aug 28, p 275. 
—Gross earnings of Missouri roads 
for year reported as $187,831,708; op- 
erating expenses, $127,545,132; gross 
freight earnings, $132,886,210; Aug 7, 
220. 
—Interstate Commerce Commission 
issues new income account bulletin 
showing earnings of various systems 
for first nine months of fiscal year 
of 1909 and comparisons with preced- 
ing year; Oct 9, p 387. 
—Interstate Commerce Commission 
reports of earnings for June show 
substantial increase in revenues of 
carriers over same month last year; 
operating revenue, $210,357,225.80; ex- 
penses, $136,167,922.71; operating ra- 
tion, 64.73 per cent, and operating in- 
come, $66,935,187.38; Dec 18, p 650. 
—Operating income of 200 roads for 
May reported as $49,650,537, against 
198 roads reporting $37,468,271 in 
May, 1908; Aug 7, p 221. 


—New York, New Haven & Hartford 


railroad reports reduction in deficit 
for fiscal year of 1909 of over $2,000,- 


000; operating revenue, $54,347,630.30; 


expenses. $36,080,306.54: Oct. 9, 393. 
—Philadelphia & Reading Railway: 





Annual report for 1909 shows de- 
crease in incomes of both the rail- 
way company and the coal and iron 
company, but optimistic tone as to 
general conditions is adopted; Sept 
25, p 346. 

—Soo Line reports increase of $1,160,- 
232 in gross revenue for fiscal year 
of 1909; total earnings, $12,609,299; 
net, $5,551,582; Oct 2, p 360. 
—Wabash railroad reports deficit of 
$159,259 for fiscal year of 1909, but 
increased earnings of last seven 
months offset poor returns of first 
part of year and point to continued 
improvement in industrial conditions; 
Oct 16, p 410. 

Thompson, Slason, Manager, Bureau of 
Railway News and Statistics: Issues 
leaflet in which he states that the 
earnings of the carriers for the first 
half of the fiscal year of.1909 showed 
a loss when compared with the cor- 
responding period in 1908, but that 
the last half wiped out this deficit, 
—— a gain of $12,745,204; Sept 25, 
p : 

Texas: State railroad commission 
states that freight earnings of Texas 
roads for fiscal year of 1909 were $58,- 
000,000; Aug 7, p 222. 

Waterways, Inland: See ‘‘Waterways.”’ 


STOCK OWNERSHIP 


Identity of Ownership: A violation of 

the act is not established by merely 
showing that the owners of a ma- 
jority of the stock of a corporation, 
which performs a certain service for 
a railroad at a compensation involv- 
ing no more than a reasonable profit, 
are also _ shippers of freight. Mer- 
chants’ Cotton Press & Storage Co 
et al vs Ill Cent et al (1402), 17 IC 
C Rep, 98; July 17, p 93. 
—The identity of ownership between 
a terminal company performing light- 
erage services and an adjoining re- 
finery is a relationship that should 
be subjected to the closest scrutiny. 
Federal Sugar Refining Co vs B & 
O et al (1082) 17 I C C Rep, 40; July 
17, p 98. 

Unlawful: Neither shippers or carriers 
can evade the prohibitions of the 
law by means of a paper organiza- 
tion, nor would the utmost good faith 
in the matter of incorporation jus- 
tify a relation which actually works 
out a violation of the statute. Mer- 
chants’ Cotton Press & Storage Co 
et al vs Ill Cent et al (1402), 17 IC 
C Rep, 98; July 17, p 93. 


STONE, Crushed 


Cedar Bluff, Ky., to Baton Rouge, La.: 
Held, That rate of $1.85 per gross ton 

. is not unreasonable. Southern Bith- 
ulic Co vs Ill Cent et al (2192), 17 I 
C C Rep, 300; Dec 25, p 668. 


STORAGE 


Flour: Competitive conditions at New 
York, N Y, non-existent at Phila- 
delphia, Pa, justify the carriers in ex- 
tending a longer free time at the 
former city. Brey vs P R R et al 
=. 16 I C C Rep, 497; July 10, p 


STORAGE-IN-TRANSIT 


See “‘Transit Privileges.”’ 


STREET RAILWAYS 


See ‘Railways, Street.’’ 


SUBSTITUTION OF TONNAGE 


See “Transit Privileges.” 


SUBSTITUTION IN TRANSIT 


Unlawful: A rule that would permit 
lime to be stopped in transit, par- 
tially unloaded and an equivalent 
tonnage of cement or plaster sub- 
stituted, the final charges to be as- 
sessed in accordance with the lime 
rate from point of origin to final des- 
tination; Held, Unlawful. (Conf Rul) 
Oct 23, p 432. 


SUGAR 


Eaton, Colo.. to Decatur, Ill.: Held, That 
rate should not exceed 32% cents. 
Havemeyer & Co vs Union Pac et al 
(aeees. 17 I C C Rep, 13; July 17, p 

Lighterage: See ‘“‘Lighterage.”’ 

Rate War: New Orleans lines extend 
Chicago rates into that part of Cen- 
tral Freight association territory in 


Indiana and Ohio east of South Bend 


and Indianapolis, Ind, and north of 
the Big Four road from Cincinnati 
to Cleveland, O; rates also made ap- 
plicable to Cleveland and Detroit, 
Mich; Trunk Line carriers threaten 
reprisals in the way of reduction in 
rates from eastern refineries to Mis- 
sissippi valley points. Nov 13, p 496. 


SURPLUS, Car 
See “Car Supply.” 


SWITCHING 

Alpena, Mich: State railroad commis- 
sion fixes rate on logs at $3 per car. 
Fletcher Paper Co vs Detroit & Mac; 
Alpena Shippers’ Assn vs Same. 
(Mich R R Com), Nov 6, p 480. 

Baltimore, Md: Joint committee of 
leading commercial organizations 
memorialize the railroads to reduce 
switching charges and introduce uni- 
formity in the same at Baltimore; 
declare present rates in many in- 
stances prohibitive; Sept 18, p 329. 


SWITCH TRACKS 
See “Side Tracks.” 


TABLES 
See “Furniture.” 


vane. ae. H., President of the United 
States 
Des Moines Speech: President an- 
nounces interstate commerce pro- 
gram in speech at Des Moines, Ia: 
cardinal changes urged are (a) the 
establishment of an interstate com- 
merce court, (b) giving the Commis- 
sion control over freight classifica- 
tion, (c) giving Commission right to 
suspend rate and classification 
changes when complaint has been 
filed against them, (d) giving Com- 
mission right to suspend or annul ex- 
cessive rates and regulations, (e) 
empowering the Commission to order 
the establishment of joint through 
routes and to fix the rates and ap- 
portionment thereof, (f) giving the 
Commission the right to prescribe 
regulations under which shipper may 
designate intermediate routing, (g) 
prohibiting carriers from acquiring 
stock in competing lines, (h) giving 
the Commission supervision over the 
issuance of railroad securities, (i) 
legalizing rate agreements’ subject 
to the approval of the Commission 
and (j) establishing an accusatory 
bureal within the Department of Jus- 
tice to institute proceedings for vio- 
lations of the interstate commerce 
law; Sept 25, p 342. 
Utterances: Condemns railroad-baiting 
in speech at Corpus Christi, Tex.; 
Oct 30, p 461. 


TALMAGE, Neb. 

St. Louis, Mo., Rates to: Held, That 
rates on corn and wheat should not 
exceed rates from Paul and Julian, 
Neb., to the same destination. Bart- 
ling Grain Co vs Mo Pac (1948), 16 
I C C Rep, 494; July 3, p 21. 


TALLEY, W. H. ‘ 

Waco Freight Bureau Utterances: De- 
clares emergency rates on window 
glass and building material, recent- 
ly adopted by Texas railroad com- 
era a great aid to Waco; Sept 
» P 288. 


TANNING OUTFITS 
Milwaukee, Wis., to Tacoma, Wash.: 
Held, That rate of $1.35 with mini- 
mum of 16.000 pounds would be rea- 
sonable. Carstens Packing Co vs C 
M & St P et al (1724), 16 I C C Rep, 
469; July 3, p 18. 


TAP LINES 
Allowances: Any allowance or divi- 
sion made to or with a _ tap line, 
whether incorporated in’ form as a 
common carrier or not, that is owned 
or controlled, directly or indirectedly, 
by a lumber mill, its officers, or pro- 
prietors, and, beyond the logs that 
it hauls to the mill, has no traffic 
except such as it may pick up as a 
mere incident to its efforts to serve 
the mill as an adjunct or plant facil- 
ity, is a preference and discrimina- 
tion and an unlawful departure from 
the published rate of a bona-fide 
common carrier, Star Grain & Lum- 
ber Co vs et al vs A T & § F et al 
a. 17 I C C Rep, 338; Dee 25, p 





Common Carriers: 


TARIFFS 
Canadian 


Tap Lines 


The mere interposi- 
tion between a lumber mill and a 
earrier of a paper railroad corpora- 
tion that calls itself common car- 
rier and complies with the Act of 
Regulate Commerce with respect to 
pyliehing rates, concurring in tar- 
ffs, filing reports and keeping ac- 
counts in accordance with the Com- 
mission-prescribed system, but it is 
owned by the mill or its proprietors 
does not give legality to the so-called 
tap line allowance or meet with the 
requirements of the Commission. 
Star Grain & Lumber Co et al vs 
AT &S Fetal (1319), 17 I C C Rep, 
338; Dec 25, p 654. 


Traffic: The requirement 
that carriers shall file tariffs show- 
ing their terminal charges is not 
waived with respect to traffic to or 
a Canada. (Conf Rul) Oct 23, p 


Cancellation Cannot Affect Rights Al- 
ready Accrued: The cancelation of 
a tariff cannot be construed as a 
withdrawal of all rights arising under 
such tariff to those who have availed 
themselves of its provisions prior to 
the date that such tariff dies. In- 
terstate Remedy Co vs American Exp 
~~ 16 I C C Rep, 436; July 3, 
p 4. 


Concurrences: A tariff, not properly 
concurred in in accordance with Spe- 
cial Order No. 3, which has not been 
canceled prior to June 1, 1909, but 
which has been supplemented on 
statutory notice to show the list of 
participating carriers and their law- 
ful concurrences therein, may, sub- 
sequent to the lawfully effective date 
of such supplement, be used by the 
earriers shown in such supplement 
as lawfully participating and concur- 
ring therein. (Conf Rul) Oct 25, p 


—In Tariffs of Carriers in Adjacent 
Foreign Countries: Joint tariffs nam- 
ing rates and fares from a point in 
the United States to a point in a 
foreign country adjacent or from a 
foreign country adjacent through the 
United States to a point in the same 
foreign country or from a point in 
a foreign country adjacent through 
the United States to another foreign 
country adjacent must be concurred 
in by all lines that are parties to 
the through rates or fares and par- 
ticipate in the through’ transporta- 
tion thereunder: such tariff must also 
show the divisions of the United 
States roads thereunder or a state- 
ment of such divisions must be filed 
with the Commission at the time the 
tariff itself is filed; if the foreign 
road desires to reserve the conten- 
tion that it is not amenable to the 
provisions of the Act to Regulate 
Commerce or the jurisdiction of the 
Commission, it may note such reser- 
vation on its concurrence. (Conf 
Rul) Oct 23, p 434. 

Demurrage: The Commission will not 
entertain with favor applications for 
the refund of demurrage’ charges 
predicated solely upon the fact that 
demurrage tariffs were not on file 
with the Commission at the _ time 
the charges accrued. (Conf Rul) Oct 
23, p 434. 

Distance: Where rates are stated at 
so much per mile, or according to 
distance, the tariff naming said rates, 
or some tariffs specifically referred 
to therein, must show the distances 
between the stations between which 
such rates are to be applied. (Conf 
Rul) Oct 23, p 434. 

Failure to Publish: The performance 
of interstate transportation by a car- 
rier that has neglected to file and 
publish its rates is as serious a vio- 
lation of the law as a failure to ob- 
serve such rates when filed. (Conf 
Rul) Oct 23, p 432. 


Filing: Carriers should exercise care to 
see that their issues conform to all the 


requirements of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; should co-operate 
with that body in the observance of 
its rules; tariffs not in consonance 
with the Commission’s regulations, 
even though on file, are illegal and 


subject to rejection at any time; 
Sept 25, p 
Interpretation: When the language 


of a tariff based upon an agreement 





Lessee Road Not Serving as Common 






No Deviation from Can Be Sanctioned: 


Rates at Receipt of Shipment Lawful: 


Rights of Goods in Transit: Held, That 


Routing: A rule giving the initial and 


Simplification of: 





Substitution of Tonnage: 


TEE RAILS 
See “Elevator Guid2s.” 


TENNESSEE 
Decisions: 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD 










between carrier and shipper is am- 
biguous, the agreement may be ex- 
amined as a medium of explanation 
of the traiff to remove the ambigui- 
ty. Hood & Sons vs D & H (1053), 171 
C C Rep, 15; July 10, p 47. 


Carrier: Where one road leases part 
of its line to another, the lessee, for 
an agreed compensation to operate 
lessor’s trains and care for mainte- 
nance of way, etc., but to have no 
direct dealings with the public, the 
rates and charges to be collected by 
the lessor; Held, That lessor must 
ublish tariffs and that lessee need not 
e a party thereto or concur therein. 
(Conf Rul) Oct 23, p 432. 


The Act to Regulate Commerce re- 
quires carriers to publish their tar- 
iffs and to adhere to them; the Com- 
mission has no discretion in the en- 
forcement of that statute and the vi- 
olation of a contract entered into for 
lower rates than those actually as- 
sessed furnishes no ground for re- 
dress under the Act. Ames Brooks 
Co vs Rutland et al (1680), 16 IC C 
Rep, 479; July 3, p 6. 
—Pennsylvania Company issues two 
new class tariffs covering rates into 
Central Freight association territory; 
schedules on loose-leaf plan; another 
step forward in the_ simplification 
movement; tariff simplicity an anti- 
dote for the demand for written rate 
quotations; Dec 15, p 674. 
The rate in effect when a carrier 
receives property for transportation 
and issues bills of lading therefor 
is the lawful one, irrespective of the 
fact that a change may become ef- 
fective before the shipment actually 
moves. (Conf Rul) Oct 23, p 431. 


the date of original shipment deter- 
mines the rights, privileges and ob- 
ligations attaching to that shipment 
throughout its. transportation. In- 
terstate Remedy Co vs American 
Exp Co (2018), 16 I C C Rep, 436; 
July 3, p 4. 


participating carriers the right to 
change routing in transit if neces- 
sary, but providing that if diver- 
sion were made from a rail to a 
water line, the liability of the car- 
rier should be the same as for all- 
rail carriage held lawful, subject to 
complaint by shippers. (Conf Rul) 
Oct 23, p 432. 

Theodore Brent, as- 
sistant to vice-president in charge 
of traffic of the Frisco system, ad- 
dresses National Association of Rail- 
way Commissioners on simplification 
of tariffs; urges team work by car- 
riers in presenting their schedules to 
the public in a less complicated form; 
speech in full; Nov 27, p 543. 
—Pennsylvania Company issues new 
brick tariff, canceling several old 
numbers and containing all the brick 
rates of that system; review of same 
and discussion of tariff simplicity 
movement and its advantages; Nov 
20, p 528. 

Held, That 
a rule permitting lime to be stopped 
in transit, part to be unloaded and 
an equivalent tonnage of cement or 
plaster substituted therefor and final 
charges to be assessed in accordance 
with the rate on lime from point of 
origin to destination, is unlawful; 
(Conf Rul) Oct 23, p 432. 


Carriers must place the 
Merchants’ Cotton Press and Storage 
Company on an equal basis with the 
Memphis Warehouse company in the 
matter of deliveries of cars of cot- 
ton and allowances for unloading. 
Merchants’ Cotton Press & Siorage 
Co vs Ill Cent et al; Dec 4, p 573. 


TERMINAL CHARGES 


Canadian Traffic: The 
that carriers shall file traiffs show- 
ing their terminal 


from Canada. 
p 433 


(Conf Rul) Oct 28, 


Reasonable Per Se: 


Texas 
Live Stock: Injunction restraining the 
Interstate Commerce Commission 


from reducing the charge at the 
Union Stock Yards, Ill., from $2 to $1 
per car sustained. I C C vs Stickney 
et al (U. S. Sup. Ct., No. 251—Oct 
Term, 1909); Dec 11, p 599. 

2 Where a terminal 
charge is just and reasonable per 
se, _the Commission cannot reduce 
it simply because in connection with 
the separately established transper- 
tation rates the aggregate charge is 


requirements 


charges is not 
waived with respect to traffic to or 


unreasonable. I C C vs Stickney et 
al (U. S. Sup. Ct., No. 251—Oct Term, 
1909); Dee 11, p 599. 


TERMINALS 


Freight, Package, Handling of: See 
“Package Freight.”’ 
TEXAS 


Cotton: Hearing on reduction in raies 
postponed until February, 1910; Aug 
28, p 274. 

Cottonseed: State railroad commission 
rules that cottonseed cake reaching 
Galveston via the Galveston, Harris- 
burg & San Antonio and intended 
for export may be ground there un- 
= regular transit rules; Aug 21, p 

State railroad commission ord- 
ers that less-than-carload shipments 
of grain products originating at mill- 
ing points on specified lines when 
loaded with products of grain from 
interstate points shall be subject to 
the local carload rates from milling 
points to destination; Aug 7, p 221. 

Iron Ore Rates: State railroad com- 
mission grants Santa Fe permission 
to establish low rates from Texas 
points to Port Bolivar; reported that 
contract was pending, conditional 
upon freight rate, between. car- 
rier and Pennsylvania iron interests 
for the transportation of not less 
than 1,000,000 tons annually for 50 
years from Texas fields; Oct 9, p 


State railroad commission 
orders Texas & Pacific to so amend 
its planing in transit regulations so 
that no inbound expense bill may be 
used on more than one outbound car 
of lumber; Aug 21, p 247. 

Lumber: Attorney-general files suit for 
$5,000 penalties from the Texas & 
New Orleans on the grounds that de- 
fendant has been guilty of extortion 
in charging a higher rate on export 
lumber than the local rate prescribed 
by the state railroad commission; de- 
fendant denies jurisdiction of com- 
mission over subject; Sept 18, p 318. 

Machinery: State railroad commission 
orders reductions in rates on cotton 
gin machinery; maximum rate, car- 
loads of 24,000 ponnds, 17 cents; less- 
than-carloads, classified third or 
fourth class, 36 cents; July 24, p 172. 

Port Rates: State railroad commission 

rescinds orders equalizing Galveston 
and Texas City and Velasci rates; 
also orders that where Galveston 
takes a differential over Houston, 
same rate shall apply to Port Boli- 
var; Sept 4, p 292. 
—GAalveston chamber of commerce 
renews differential fight by filing suit 
in the District court asking for the 
annulment of all orders of the state 
railroad commission establishing the 
alleged preferential rates in favor of 
Houston; Sept 18, p 335. 

Rice: Farmers join Houston in plea for 
reduction of rates from state pro- 
os to milling points; July 31, p 

8. 

Seeds: Dallas chamber of commerce 
appoints committee to take up the 
question of emergency rates on seeds. 
ete., with carriers; low rates asked 
because of failure of state crops be- 
cause of drouth; Oct 9, p 391. 

Statistics: State railroad commission 
states that freight earnings of Texas 
roads for fiscal year of 1909 were 
$58,000,000; Aug 7, p 222. 

Waco: Officials of freight bureau de- 
clare recently adopted emergency 
rates on window glass and building 
materials will- be great aid to Waco 
= other Texas points; Sept 4, p 


TEXAS COMMON POINTS 
Memphis, Tenn., and Vicksburg, Miss., 
Rates From: Upon complaint, based 
upon the mileage theory, asking low- 
er rates from those cities than from 
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other Mississippi river crossings to 
certain points in northeast Texas; 
Held, That present adjustment should 
not be disturbed. Williams vs Vicks, 
S & P et al (1827), 16 I C C Rep, 482; 
July 3, p 1. 


TEXTILES 
Borough of Manhattan, New York, N. 
Y., to City Island, Borough of Bronx, 
N. Y.: Held, That express rate of 75 
per cent on handkerchiefs in bundles, 
said rate including collection and 
delivery service, is not unreasonable. 
Phillips & Hyman vs Adams Exp Co 
(Pub Ser Com, 2nd dist., N. Y.); Oct 

2, p 370. 


THOMPSON, Slason, Manager, Bureau 
of Railway News and Statistics. 

Railway Earnings: Issues leaflet in 
which he declares that first half of 
fiscal year of 1909 showed a deficit 
in the earnings of the carriers, but 
that results for the last half were 
so good that this deficit was wiped 
out and an increase over 1908 of $12,- 
745,204 shown; Sept 25, p 349. 

Rate Advance: Issues leaflet in support 
of McCain’s ‘‘Diminshed Purchasing 
Power of Railway Earnings’’ and at- 
tacks figures used at Cincinnati Con- 
ference, q. v.; declares shippers have 
blundered into the _ per-mile-of-line 
theory and that they have been 
gy of using fallacious units; Oct 
0, p 447. 


THRESHING MACHINES 
See ‘Agricultural Implements.” 


THROUGH ROUTES 
See ‘‘Routes, Through.”’ 


TICKETS, Passenger 
See “Passenger Fares, Tariffs and 
Tickets.”’ 


TIES 

See also ‘‘Lumber.”’ 

Fenter, Ark., to Woodruff, Mo.: Held, 
That rates on switch ties should not 
exceed rates in effect on lumber of 
the same character between the said 
points. Beekman Lumber Co vs C 
RI& P et al (1932), 16 I C C Rep, 
528; July 10, p 77. 

Should Take Lumber Rates: The po- 
sition of the Commission is definite 
and plain that the rates on ties should 
not exceed the rates upon lumber of 
the class and description of wood 
of which the ties are made. Beek- 
man Lumber Co vs C RI & P 
et al (1932), 16 I C C Rep, 528; July 


10, p 77. 
TOLEDO & OHIO CENTRAL LINES 
See “‘Combinations’’ and ‘*Ohio—Com- 


binations.”’ 


TONNAGE, Substitution of 
See “Transit Privileges.”’ 


TRACK STORAGE 

Oats: Held, That charges applicable at 
New York, N. Y., viz., first 48 hours, 
nothing; second 48 hours, $1 per car 
per day or fraction thereof; each 
succeeding day, $2 per car per day 
or fraction thereof, are not unreason- 
able. Turnbull Co vs Erie (2051), 17 
I C C Rep, 123; July 31, p 185. 

Pennsylvania: Court of common pleas, 
Pittsburg, dismisses suit of Penn- 
sylvania road to collect track stor- 
age charges from shippers; holds that 
state law fixes demurrage charge at 
$1 per day and precludes the assess- 
ment of additional track storage 
charges; July 17, p 141. 


TRADE-MARKS 


Distinguished from Premiums: Held, 
That a common safety pin, impressed 
in a cheap laundry soap while soap 
is still warm and before wrapping, 
is not a premium, but a trademark 
and that rates should be assessed ac- 
cordingly. Iowa Soap Co vs C, B & 
Q ot at (1917), 16 I C C Rep, 444; July 
, p . 


TRAFFIC CLUB OF NEW YORK 
Harding, H. MclL.. International Lect- 
ure Institute: Addresses members on 
the substitution of electrically-driven 
machinery for manual labor in the 
handling of package freight at large 
terminals; declares it would mean a 


great saving in expense; Nov 6, p 


TRANSIT PRIVILEGES 

See ‘“Reshipping.”’ 

Duration: It is the sense of the Com- 
mission that no_ transit privilege 
should extend beyond one year. (Conf 
Rul); Oct 23, p 435. ; 

Substitution of Tonnage: A _ milling, 
storage or cleaning in transit priv- 
ilege can be justified only upon the 
theory that the identical commodity 
or its exact equivalent, or its product, 
is finally forwarded from the transit 
point under the application of the 
through rate from original point of 
shipment. It is not permissible to 
substitute commodity at transit point 
that did not move in on a transit rate 
or to substitute a commodity origi- 
nating in another or to make any 
substitution that would impair the 
integrity of the through rate; nei- 
ther is it lawful to substitute at 
transit point any commodity of a 
different kind from that which moved 
into such transit point, e. g., oats or 
its products for corn and its pro- 
ducts, shingles for lumber, hard for 
soft wheat, spring for winter wheat, 
ete. (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 434. 


TRANS-MISSISSIPP! COMMERCIAL 
CONGRESS 
Helm, A. E.: Addresses congress on 
behalf of southwestern interests; 
asks that present system of basing 
rates into Trans-Mississippi_terri- 
tory be abolished; endorses basing 
rates and routing traffic via Gulf and 
declares this latter method would 
benefit the southwestern carriers as 
well as the shippers; Sept 11, p 306. 


TRANSPORTATION CLUB OF TOLE- 

DO, Ohio 
McVann, E. J., Manager of the Traffic 

Bureau, Commercial Club, Omaha, 
Neb.: Addresses club; urges that 
greater consideration be given the 
small shipper and his needs; com- 
mends tariff simplification movement 
and pleads for improved _transporta- 
tion service; Dec 11, p 605. e 

TUTTLE, Lucius, President, Boston & 
Main Railroad 

Act to Regulate Commerce: Favors 

many of the fundamental features of 
Taft program as expressed in pres- 
ident’s Des Moines speech, q. v., par- 
ticularly dividing Commission’s work, 
legalizing rate agreements and ship- 
per’s right to appeal; opposes phys- 
ical valuation and scattering Com- 
missioners over the country; Sept 
18, p 318. 


TWENTY-EIGHT HOUR LAW 
Courts: United States District court, 
St. Louis, Mo., fines St. Louis & San 
Francisco railroad for alleged viola- 

tion of the act; Nov 27, p 553. 


UNDERCHARGES 
Collection: Carriers must exhaust their 
legal remedies to collect under- 
charges (Conf Rul); Oct 23, p 433. 


UNIFORM BILL OF LADING 
See “Bill of Lading.’’ 


UNIFORM CLASSIFICATION 
See “Classification—Uniform.” 


UTTERANCES 

Belleville, J. M.. General Freight Agent, 
Fittsburg Plate Glass Company: 
Addresses National Association of 
Freight Claim Agents in behalf of 
the National Industrial Traffic 
League; urges greater co-operation 
in prompt adjustment of claims; 
speech in full; Aug 7. p 202. 

Brent, Theodore: Addresses National 
Association of Railway Commission- 
ers on tariff simplification; urges 
team work by carriers in presenting 
their rate schedules to the public 
in a less complicated form; speech 
in full; Nev 27. p 543. 

Briggs, A. G., General Solicitor, Chi- 
cago Great Western Railroad: De- 
livers address on harmony between 
earriers and public: urges that ef- 
forts be taken to restore public con- 
fidence in railroad enterprises; fa- 
bie Oa acta endeavors; Aug 7 
p 211. 

Brown, W. C., President New York 
Central - Lines: Gives out interview 





declaring traffic conditions on New 
Central lines excellent: records ex- 
ceeding those for 1907; Oct 23, p 
429, 

—Declares railroads recognize right 
of government to regulate, but that 
crying need now is harmony between 
conflicting interests; Nov 20, p 538. 


Campbell, E., Manager, South Carolina 


Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation: Attacks Culp’s ‘‘Construc- 
tion of Freight Rates in the South,” 
q. Vv.; condemns basing point system 
and asks either for its abolition— 
preferably this—or a large increase 
in the number of bases; Dec 4, p 572. 


Carleton, Murray, President, Carleton 


Dry Goods Company: Addresses 
Business Men’s League of St. Louis 
in support of lakes-to-gulf deep wat- 
erways movement; sees great benefit 
to St. Louis in the plan; declares de- 
velopment of river commerce would 
relieve rail congestion and would 
bring about an era of lower freight 
rates without ruinous competition; 
Dec 11, p 614. 


Collyer, R. N., Chairman, Committee 


on Uniform Classification: Addresses 
Chicago Association of Commerce on 
the work of his committee; states 
that present efforts are directed to- 
wards harmonizing rules and de- 
scriptions and that uniformity in rat- 
ings may come later; co-operation 
between carriers and shippers essen- 
tial to complete sucess of the under- 
taking; Dec 18, p 643. 


Culp, J. M., Vice-President, Southern- 


Railway: Addresses Graduate School 
of Business Administration on ‘‘The 
Construction of Freight Rates in the 
South”; places the physiography of 
the southeastern states and the con- 
sequent influence of water competi- 
tion as the foremost factor in the 
evolution of rates in that section of 
the country and dwells upon the bas- 
ing-point system as _ the distinguish- 
ing characteristic of the southeast- 
ern rate structure; address in full; 
Sept 18, p 321. 


Decker, Martin S., President, National 


Association of Railway Commission- 
ers: Delivers opening address at 
twenty-first annual convention of 
rail association; co-operation between 
states and between states and feder- 
al authority urged; recognition of 
railway rights and permission to car- 
riers to enjoy the same should be 
given; Nov 20, p 525. 


Deneen, Charles S., Governor, Illinois: 


Declares development of state’s nav- 
igable waterways would lower freight 
rates and be a great benefit to the 
oer industrial system; Dec 4, p 


78. 
Dillard, J. C., Traffic Manager, Waco, 


Texas, Freight Bureau: Declares 
emergency rates on window glass and 
building material adopted by state 
railroad commission a great aid to 
Waco and other Texas points; Sept 
4, p 288. 


Dunn, Coionel W. B., Chief Inspector, 


Bureau for the Safe Transportation 
of Explosives, etc.: Addresses West- 
ern Railway club on explosive regu- 
lations now in effect; declares their 
effective enforcement rests upon the 
close co-operation between shippers 
and carriers; that higher railroad of- 
ficials must see to it that the rules 
are respected and obeyed by their 
subordinates; reports great. strides 
being made in Leann | explosives 
and praises cordial attitude shown 
by big shippers towards the regula- 
tions; Dec 11, p 609. 


Earling, A. J., President, Chicago, Mil- 


waukee & St. Paul Raliway: De- 
elares outlook for Puget sound rail- 
way rosy; predicts low operating ra- 
tio for new line; Oct 30, p 459. 


Fairchild, H. A., Washington State 


Railroad Commissioner: Gives out 
interview predicting downward re- 
,vision of intrastate freight rates; 
Oct 16, p 412. 


Fink, Henry, Chairman, Executive 


Committee, Norfolk & Western Rail- 

road: Contrasts southern railroad 

industrial conditions of to-day with 

those prevailing fifty years ago; sees 

— future for the South; Nov 6, p 
9. 


Francis, John, General Passenger 


Agent, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad: Addresses. thirty-seventh 
annual convention of the American 
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Association of Traveling Passenger 
agents on history of early passenger 
associations and their efforts towards 
the promotion of uniformity in rail- 
road methods; Oct 16, p 400. 


Gallinger, Senator J. H.: Declares 
American freight rates less than 
those current in the Old World; Oct 
23, p 442. 


Harahan, J. T., President, Illinois Cen- 
tral System: Reports car and crop 
conditions along his lines in excel- 
lent shape; Sept 18, p 319. 

—Asserts all the freight cars of his 
line are now in use; discusses equip- 
ment expenditures; Nov 13, p 502. 


Harding, H. McL., Vice-President In- 
ternational Lecture Institute: Ad- 
dresses the Traffic Club of New York 
on handling package freight at ter- 
minals by electricity; declares that 
installation of machinery to do work 
now largely done by hand would re- 
sult in great reduction in cost of 
_— package freight; Nov 6, p 


—Addresses New York railroad club 
on the mechanical transshipment of 
railway and water-borne freight in 
the New York harbor, declaring that 
millions could be saved annually by 
the substitution of mechanical for 
manual power; Dec 4, p 577. 


Helm, Judge A. E.: Addresses Tran- 
Mississippi Commercial Congress on 
southwestern freight rates, asking 
the abolition of the present system 
of basing rates into that territory; 
endorses plan of basing rates and 
routing southwestern traffic via the 
Gulf and declares that that method 
would benefit the carriers as_ well 
as the shippers of that territory; 
Sept 11, p 306. 


Hepburn, Wm., Ex-Congressman, Iowa: 
Addresses Railway Business associa- 
tino on “Popular Sentiment and Rail- 
road Legislation’; declares that strict 
observance of present statutes gov- 
erning railroads is the open sesame 
by which carriers may escape the 
enactment of future restrictive leg- 
islation; Dec 4, p 574. 


Hogdon, Wm., Freight Traffic Mana- 
ger, Pennsylvania Lines: Addresses 
National Association of Freight Traf- 
fic Agents, advocating harmony and 
co-operation in dealings with ship- 
pers; solicitors must have broad 
knowledge of freight rate structure, 
must be gentlemen and diplomats; 
Aug 28, p 276. 

Irwin, Robert W., President, Michigan 
Shippers’ Association: Speaks at 
conference between shippers and rail- 
road traffic officials in behalf of a 
readjustment of the rate situation 
in western Michigan; declares com- 
merce of that section has outgrown 
old rate relationship; Sept 18, p 327. 

Jackson, Luis, Industrial Commission- 
er, Erie Railroad: Declares advance 
in freight rates may become _neces- 
sary in short time; defends McCain 
pamphlet; Nov 13, p 501. 

Johnson, Professor Emory, Dean of 
Department of Transportation and 
Commerce, University of Pennsyl- 
vania: Declares states, railways and 
cities should co-operate in the de- 
velopment of the country’s water- 


,ways; discusses European’ condi- 
tions; Nov 6, p 478. 
Johnston, J. H., Traffic Manager, Ok- 


lahoma Traffic Association: Takes 
issue with Vice-President Culp of 
the Southern railway as to justice 
of basing point system in rate-mak- 
ing in southeastern states; Oct 9, p 


384. 
Knapp, Martin A., Chairman, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission: Pre- 


,dicts red-letter year for railroads, 
but fears possible car shortage; Aug 
28, p 276. 

Lane, Franklin K., Interstate Com- 
merce Commissioner: Gives out in- 
terview in which approval of the 
changes in the interstate commerce 
act as .proposed by President Taft 


in his Des Moines, Ia., speech, q. v., 


is given; merit seen in interstate 
commerce court; favors control of 
securities; Oct 2, p 362. 


Lehman, F. J., President, American 
Bar Association: Addresses organi- 
zation on new federal corporation 


tax law; condemns holding companies 
as worse than trusts; sees hope in 
taxing power; Sept 4, p 291. 


O’Brien, 


Lincoln, J. C.: Addresses National As- 


sociation of Agricultural Implement 
and Vehicle Manufacturers on trans- 
portation; urges necessity of ship- 
pers organizing; speech in full; Oct 
30, p 450. 

—Addresses National Association of 
Railway Commissioners on ‘‘Amend- 
ments of Laws and of Railway 
Rules and Regulations Required by 
Shipping Interests’; speech in full; 
Nov 27, p 548. 


Livingstone, President, Lake Carriers’ 


Association: Declares that condi- 
tions justify an increase of 10c per 
ton in the marine rate on iron ore; 
that former reduction was not asked 
for by shippers and was not neces- 
sary; Nov 6, p 480. 


Marble, John H., Attorney, Interstate 


Commerce Commission: Addresses 
Grain Dealers’ National association 
on ‘Uniform Demurrage Rules’; 
speech in full; Oct 9, p 380. 


McVann, E. J., Manager, Traffic Bu- 


real, Commercial Club of Omaha: 
Addresses Transportation Club of To- 
ledo; urges that greater considera- 


tion be given the small shipper and }. 


his needs; commends tariff simpli- 
fication movement and pleads for 
better transportation service; Dec 
11, p 605. 


Nicholson, George T., Vice-President, 


Charge of Traffic, Santa Fe System: 
Defends 15-cent increase in lemon 
rates from California points, declares 
advance justified by real facts of 
controversy; that $1 rate was only 
a ‘‘winter relief’? rate; Nov 20, p 531. 
Hon. Thomas D., Associate 
Justice, Supreme Court of Minnesota: 
Addresses twenty-first annual con- 
vention of the National Associatoin 
of Railway Commissioners on “The 
Apportionment between State and 
Interstate Traffic of Railway Prop- 
erty Devoted to Public Service’’; ex- 
tracts from address; Dec 25, p 675. 


Pope, E. B., Western Passenger Agent, 


Chesapeake & Ohio Railway: Ad- 
dresses thirty-seventh annual con- 
vention of the American Association 
of Traveling Passenger Agents on 
“The Complete Co-operation of All 
Departments and Closer Relations 
with the Public’; Oct 16, p 403. 


Ripley, E. P., President, Atchison, To- 


peka & Santa Fe Railway: Addresses 
Railway Business association of “The 
Railroads and Public Approval’; 
urges absolute frankness in carriers’ 
dealings with the public; to win pop- 
ular approbation the people must be 
taken into the railroads’ confidence; 
speech in full; Nov 20, p 529. 

Reynolds, Jackson E., General Attor- 
ney, Central Railroad Company of 
New Jersey: Favors elimination of 
state regulation as a factor in the 
contro] of railroads and urges cen- 
tralization of authority so that valu- 
ation and regulation may be made in 
behalf of the entire country; Aug 
14, p 235. 


Ross, Walter L., Vice-President Clover 


Leaf System: Addresses Lincoln, II1., 
Chautauqua on transporation ques- 
tion; declares co-operation good busi- 
ness and hits at fallacies in valua- 
tion methods; Oct 2, p 364. 

—J. T. Slatter, manager, Merchants’ 
and Manufacturers’ Association, Bir- 
mingham, Ala., replies to speech, 
criticising carriers as not having al- 
ways been ready to meet public half 
way; Oct 23, p 430. 

Siler, A. F., Chairman, Kentucky Rail- 
road Commission: Announces that 
state board will take up matter of 
discriminations against Louisville, 
Ky., in favor of Cincinnati, O., in 
freight rates; Dec 4, p 570. 

Slatter, J. T., Manager, Merchants’ 
and Manufacturers’ Association, Bir- 
mingham, Ala.: See “Ross, Walter 
L.,”’ ante. 

Taft, Wm. H., President of the United 
States: Announces interstate com- 
merce program in speech at Des 
Moines, Ia.: Cardinal changes urged 
are (a) the establishment of an in- 
terstate commerce court, (b) giving 
the Commission control over freight 
classifications, (c) giving the Com- 
mission the right to suspend rate 
and classification changes when com- 
plaint has been filed against them, 
(ad) giving the Commission the right 
to suspend or annul excessive rates 
and burdensome regulations, (e) em- 


Winchell, 


powering the Commission to order 
the establishment of joint through 
routes and to fix the rates and ap- 
portionment thereof, (f) giving the 
Commission the right to prescribe 
the regulations under which shipper 
may designate intermediate routing, 
(g) prohibiting carriers: from acquir- 
ing supervision over the issuance of 
railroad securities, (i) legalizing rate 
agreements when subject to the ap- 
proval of the Commission and (j) es- 
tablishing an accusatory bureau 
within the Department of JJustice 
to institute proceedings for viola- 
tions of the Interstate Commerce 
Law; Sept 25, p 342. 

—Condemns railroad-baiting in 
speech at Corpus Christi, Tex.; Dec 
30, p 461. 


Talley, W. H., Waco, Tex., Freight Bu- 


reau: Declares emergency rates on 
window glass and building material, 
recently adopted by state railroad 
commission, a great aid to Waco and 
other Texas points; Sept 4, p 288. 


Thompson, Slason, Manager, Bureau of 


Railway News and Statistics: Issues 
leaflet in support of McCain's “Di- 
minished Purchasing Power of Rail- 
way Earnings’; attacks figures used 
by shippers at Cincinnati Conference; 
Oct 30, p 447. 

—See ‘“‘Rate Advances.” 


Wickersham, George W., Attorney-Gen- 


eral of the United States: Delivers 

address at Kansas City, Mo., advo- 

cating same changes in the interstate 
commerce act as proposed by Pres- 
ident Taft in his Des Moines speech, 

q. v.; Nov 27, p 558. 

B. L.: Addresses National 
Association of Commercial Travelers 
on “The Traveling Salesman and the 
Railways’; speech in full; July 31, 
p 187. 

Yoakum, B. -F., Chairman, Executive 

Committee, St. Louis & San Fran- 
cisco Railroad: Addresses Farmers’ 
Union of Oklahoma on “The Farm- 
ers and the Railroads’; discusses 
their interdependence, condemns gov- 
ernmental extravagance and points 
out good in rail consolidations; speech 
in full; Aug 28, p 266. 
—Addresses Texas state fair on “The 
Farmer and Business’; urges co- 
operation between carriers and ag- 
— speech in full; Nov 6, 
p . 


VEGETABLES 


Consolidated Carloads: See “Loading 
and Unloading.” 


VICKSBURG, Miss. 


Texas Common Points, Rates to: Up- 
on complaint being lodged asking for 
lower rates than accorded New Or- 
leans, La., and alleging that Vicks- 
burg rates were out of proportion to 
rates applying from other Mississippi 
river crossings; Held, That present 
adjustment should not be disturbed. 
Williams vs Vicks S & P et al 
(1827), 16 I C C Rep, 482; July 3, p 1. 


WABASH RAILROAD 


Earnings: Annual report for fiscal year 
of 1909 shows a deficit of $159,259, 
but increased earnings of last seven 
months offset poor returns of first 
part of year and point to continued 
improvement in industrial conditions; 
Oct 16, p 410. 


WASHINGTON 


Complaints: Chicago, Milwaukee & 
Puget Sound railway files complaint 
with the state railroad commission 
asking that the Northern Pacific be 
compelled to maintain its physical 
connection with complainant and to 
continue to interchange cars with 
it at Tacoma; Nov 6, p 481. 
—Chicago, Milwaukee & Puget Sound 
railway files petition asking that the 
Great Northern be compelled to es- 
tablish physical connections and in- 
terchange cars with the complainant 
at Seattle; Nov 6, p 471. 

Decisions: Grain; state railroad com- 
mission orders reduction of 12% per 
cent in intrastate grain rates on all 
lines of the Northern Pacific, except 
the Washington Central branch, said 
cut to be based on rates in effect 
June 30, 1909; Oct 2,] p 374. 

Rate Adjustment: State railroad com- 
missioner Fairchild predicts general 
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ler . a ee 
gh 
+ downward revision on _ intrastate talk of — meaetane bechate the | WEIGHTS, Carload Minimum 

e rates; Oct 16, p 412. issue and conceals merits of argu- Bath Tubs, Steel: Held, That mini- 
ibe Weights, Carload Minimum: State com- ment for readjustments; prominent mum weight, 40-foot car, on trans- 
oer mission comes to an agreement with railway men equally willing to con- continental traffic, of 10,000 pounds 
_ Se ee eens — = — with advances; Oct is reasonable, Montague & Co vs A 

- sta ommerce mission ruling 30, : C Y 
* to be followed, viz., where car car- ~— — —- _—— is willing to." stir 3 . A tele a 
ate rying high minimum is furnished in o listen to honest students of con- z - " 

Lp- lieu. of smaller-capacity car lesser ditions; Champions of the real ma- SS oo 
es- minimum to be protected; Aug 7, | ~ jority to come out of the West; these ee, ee oe, ae eee 
ae p 209. “lobpyists” are not radicals, but ad- ermine s, 40-foot car, a minimum 
ice vocates of the best measures for the of eet —s rate, is not un- 
ad WASHINGTON LETTERS common good and they must be weet aati ee 16,000 
ree a a Mia cana aa given consigeration by the country’s pounds, 36-foot car, from Dalton and 

d aoe reight Routes: eee pres lawmakers, Dec. 11, 585. Carolina territories, is not unreason- 

in a sgt Ge ae” eee Root and State Rights: New York a Montague & Co vs A T&S 

Jec should seize the opportunity for giv - eenetes Gocwetes commmry fee Sie ie “sa nn a eee eee 
‘ . , 3 , 5 nerac > P “¢ 4 Seay wf ot, 5 
; ing them greater publicity; many an ae aaaee Een Gee nae Beds, Folding: Held, That minimum 
ro eee whose rn ye tonnage is should guard against passing the safe of 20,000 pounds, 40-foot car, trans- 
ial, tions ae 653 of such informa- line he has shown; proper control of ae ee traffic, is not ree ee 
“ow * om Pe. ; . great industrial corporations of a 1 ontague & Co vs AT & SF 
sedi Coalitions, Danger Line in: Railway world-wide commerce requires stand- 34, al (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72; July 
‘ combinations being made the subject ardization of regulations and treat- Pp 153. es 
of careful study by both shipper and ment; no danger to state rights in| €ds, Iron and Brass: Held, That car- 
| of carrier; former not opposed vo con- the drift towards uniformity that,is load minimum, 40-foot car, should 
ues solidations if within proper limits; setting in with respect to the super- not exceed 24,000 pounds. eee ak 
Di- no quarrel with legitimate economy vision of these insti i & Covs AT & S F et al (1934), 

J sillr , oO 1ese institutions. Dec 4, . 
ail- but protests only against monopoly; p 565. IC C Rep, 72; July 24, p 153. 
sed Oct 9, p 377. United States Supreme Court: Opens Carrier Must Assess Charges on Basis 
ice; Competition Spells Waste: Effect of October term with 630 cases on the of Car Ordered: A carload rate and 

strife petween carriers said to re- cocket; most august tribunal’ in the minimum weight, specified in a pub- 
duce their ability to furnish ade- world, a bulwark against both radi- lished tariff as ‘applicable to a_car 
jon quate service to growing territories; calism and corporate autocracy. Oct aber tax chee Goan bn aeeee 

to enforce uncertainty upon the ship- 16, p 397. ; a. CLO /tHOve 
Vvo- ping public; such a state of affairs con- eee , the commodity on those terms, and 
tate sidered an economic waste; general % oe - aoe Rarengerent when a shipper has ordered a car 
res- stability eliminates drain on trans- . waterways facilities of equal in- of that capacity the Commission will 
ch sortation c janes? yesourcen: 5 erest to shipper and carrier; im- not sanction the imposition upon 

, port companies’ resources; Oct provement of inland waterways will hin f additional ; : 

23 “sta os aa bs 1 oO 1 rans rtati 
23, p 417. aid in relieving terminal rail conges- charges in ‘ a arm... yey ee 
ynal East and West: Sectional differences tion; President Talft’s tour of states have been anh” tebe ae ae 
lers one of methods only; their purpose considered an excellent opportunity when the carrier for its own con- 
the the same; a better understanding for the chief executive of the nation , 
31 z Wy ef : Ris : venience furnishes him a_larger car. 
, good for both: We want corpora- to get first-hand data on the subject. Kaye & Carter Lumber Co vs Minn 
tions to behave, but we do not fear Sept. 18, p 313. & Inter et al (2179- 2180 x 
tive them’; West can learn much from Rep, 209; Dec 25 662 ), “ oS 
‘an- East in treatment of questions anent |WATER CARRIER ¢ ™ > 
a the control of great corporate indus- : F Ss . —When carrier cannot furnish car 
is ae 6 - Control of: Manager Wheeler, Mer- of the capacity ordered by shipper 
rm- tries; Nov 6, p 465. 7 c 3 pper, 
5 ae ss at ; chants’ Exchange of San _ Francisco, and for its own convenience furnishes 
sses Hill and the Northwest: Railroad presi- submits report declaring that water car of greater capacity than the one 
z0V- dent fears no growth in railroad mo- lines must be independent of railroad ordered by the shipper, it will be 
ints nopoly; geographic and commercial athliations and control before coast i >t] ini 
-ech conditions held to be an _ effective cities can enjoy full benefits of their = = Set te ai "aan oe ae 
s 5 é > r carload weigh xed in tari oO ap- 
The barrier to one-man contro] of trans- natural advantages. Oct 30, p 457. ply on size ae car ordered kus. 
ie SS. ee a ~. Free Transportation: It is permissible but in no case less_ than actual 
one opaneh aaa Det “ D 397. a0 OF “a= for rail and water carriers, other than es ss the shipment actu- 
| aise a aed ee ~ Bee or ocean, who unite in filing joint ally moved could have been loaded 
y 6, a > ee ce ee through rates with the Commission, into the car ordered. Kaye & Carter 
aise noua te “9 oon aan ao. to interchange free transportation for Lumber Co vs Minn & Inter et al 
ae Se ee. een eee their officers, agents and employes. (2179-2180), 17 I C C Rep, 209; Dec 
—— to gulf ports; New Orleans, (Conf Rul), Oct 23, p 434 25, p 662. : 
Galveston and Pensacola rapidly com- 3 x ° a : acest a cae ae 
es ing to the fore; railroads go in New York, Jurisdiction: A water car- Chairs and Chair Stock: Held, That 
providing new port facilities; Sept rier, although a common carrier at minimum of 20,000 pounds, 40-foot 
25, p 341 common law, is not one within the ri from _— territory to Pacific 
National Association of Railway Com- meaning of the public service com- Saat Seren, Es BOL werwnemee. 
Up- missioners: Twenty-first Sune cae missions law; neither can the Com- Montague & Co vs A T & S F et al 
= vention to open Nev. 16; association mission claim jurisdiction over it or (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72; July 24, p 
-. to cover nearly every subject of im- exercise its powers in said carrier's 153. ‘ ss - " 
a portance in the relations between behalf. Murray Line vs D & H (N Furnishing Two Cars for One: When 
n to carriers, shippers an atin. te Z Y Pub Ser Com, 2nd Dist); Aug carrier is unable to furnish a car 
‘. pp d public; influ 
noe ence towards harmony and uniform- 14, p 2388. of ~~ — ordered by ship- 
: a se 2 BR the Mage ti per, two smaller cars may be fur- 
‘bed. ity seen in these gatherings; Nov 13, WATERWAYS nished and mav be used on the basi 
p 5. SS ee > d on e basis 
‘. . Outlook at Washington: Capital City Carleton, Murray, President Carleton 7 ete aautercoal ae ee oeaeren. 
' eee tie age gee commerce legis- Dry Goods Company: ‘ —— not aa a car of ae ee ae 
; ation likely to occupy a prominent Business Men’s League of St. Louis ‘n. ie: : ae aoe 
' : ] : “UPS = 1 . ; SE te pacity not provided for in tariff. 
year ; place in the coming Congressional in support of _lakes ‘to gulf deep Jobbins vs C & N W et al (2705). 17 
259 ' session; public attitude towards cor- waterways mov ement; sees great IC C Rep, 297; Dee 25 663. cane 
wan porate combinations friendlier; merg- benefit to St. Louis in the plan; de- . f Sree ae Pp s 
seat ers, however, to still opposition, eclares development of river commerce F urniture, New: Minimum of 12,000 
Bese must be really beneficial to the pub- would aid in relieving rail congestion pounds, 40-foot car, on transcontinen- 
ions: | lic and =not’ be stock-exploiting and would bring about an era of tal traffic, held not unreasonable. 
’ schemes; Sept 11, p 297. lower freight rates without ruinous Montague & Covs AT & S Fet al 
Practical Co-operation: Commissioner competition; Dee 11, p 614. = it IC C Rep, 72; July 24, p 
of ae commercial traffic bu- | Deneen, Charles S., Governor, Illinois: aa P : 
— reau inds conservatism and co-oper- Declares development of state’s nav- Light and Bulky Articles: A_carload 
Saint ation with carriers brings material igable streams would lower freight mimimum for light and bulky arti- 
ssion rewards; group adjustment and charges and be a great benefit to the cles like furniture should be such 
es be pa Al setee: slhets ahene = entire industrial system; Dee 4, p — - eager can ordinarily be 
stent ¢ s orts along ne 578. oaded, but the minimum is not nec- 
line of developin tte g - a: ssarily ’ able 2 j - 
a to E ping bet r — _ ser Johnson, Professor Emory, Dean of essaril) unreasonable because it oc 
vice successful; Nov 20, p r : casionally happens’ that cars, al- 
with Prosperity Rests on Penna: : Trans- fae ee ee ae = though loaded to ‘their full ‘physical 
— portation and manufacturing com- a, eee ode ee” capacity, will not contain it. Mon- 
panies look to agriculture for busi- vania: Declares states, cities and rail tague & Co vs A T & S F et al 
t the ness; should encourage development ways should co-operate in the devel- (1934), 17 I C © Rep, 72; July 24, p 
D es- and conservation of agricultural re- opment of the country’s waterways; i ? aoe oa) 
= sources of the country; interest in 6 478 European conditions; Nov Mantels, Wood: Held, That minimum 
; subject growing; Nov 27, p 541. , : on transcontinental traffic, 40-foot 
com- Railway Lobby a Myth: Carriers deny Mississippi Valley: Commissioner car, should not exceed 14,000 pounds. 
. per that_they propose to maintain a lobby Smith, Bureau of Corporations, urges ‘Montague & Co vs A T&S F et al 
afl ' at Washington to fight hostile teg- greater use of internal waterways (1934), 17 i C © Rep, 72; July 34, p 
islation; will oppose inimical laws in as a panacea for overtaxed rail fa- 153. 
xcept pp lb : : 
said : the same manner that other busi- cilities and terminal congestion; Matresses and _ Springs: Held, That 
sfrect ness enterprises seek to prevent the downstream coal traffic the only carload minimum of 20,000 pounds, 
enactment of statutes detrimental to prosperous exception in the decline 40-foot carfrom northern territory to 
com- their commercial success; Dec 18, p of river traffic following the paral- Pacitiec Coast —. is reasona- 
cane 617. leling of the stream with rail lines; ble. Montague & Covs AT &S Fet 


Rate Advances and Adjustments: Prop- 
er lining up of rates meritorious, but 


discusses reasons of decline in water- 
borne freight; July 24, p 170. 






al (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72; July 24, 
p 153. 
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Weights. 


Protecting upon Rebilling: Where car- 
riers, for their own convenience, fur- 
nish cars larger than ordered, pro- 
tecting the minimum on the smaller 
equipment and the shipment is re- 
billed, not under a_ joint through 
rate,, and charges to rebilling point 

paid, the duty rests upon the shipper 

to notify carriers at rebilling point 
that cars other than those ordered 
have been used and give the latter 
opportunity to furnish equipment of 
the type desired; otherwise the car- 
riers from rebilling point cannot be 
held to the protection of the original 
earload minima. Slimmer & Thomas 
vs Pa Co et al (1944), 16 I C C Rep. 
531; July 10, p 79. 

Refrigeration: <A_ tariff fixing 
pounds as the minimum 
dairy products, poultry, fresh meats, 
etc., destined to points east of the 
Illinois-Indiana state line, for which 
the carrier would furnish icing at its 
expense; Held Not unreasonable. 
Swift &'Co vs G & A (1791), @ICC 
Rep, 426; July 3, p 15. 

Tables: Held, That minimum of 24,000 
pounds, 40-foot car, on transconti- 
nental traffic is not unjust. Montague 
& Covs AT & S F et al (1934), 17 
I C C Rep, 72; July 24, p 153. 

“Two for One’: Where shipper orders 
ear of certain capacity and minimum 
and carrier furnishes two cars of 
smaller size, but of larger aggregate 
minimum weight, charges should be 
assessed on minimum of larger car 
or, if more, actual weight. Racine- 
Satterley Co vs C M & St P et al 
(1714), 16 I C C Rep, 488; July 3, 
p 9. 

Varying: There must be a relation be- 
tween the minimum weight and the 
physical capacity of a car; therefore, 
a carrier may properly have a slid- 
ing scale of minimum weights for 
different sized cars. Pease Brothers’ 
Furniture Co. vs San P Los A & SL 
et al (2430), 17 I C C Rep, 228; Dec 
18, p 631. 

See also Montague vs AT &S F 
et al (1934), 17 I C C Rep, 72. 


15,000 
earload of 
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WESTERN CLASSIFICATION 
See ‘Classification, Western.” 


WESTERN RAILWAY CLUB 


Dunn, Colonel W. B., Chief Inspector, 
Bureau for the Safe Transportation 
of Explosives and Other Dangerous 
Articles: Addresses club on explo- 
sive regulations; declares their ef- 
fective enforcement rests upon the 
co-operation of shippers and carriers; 
that higher railroad officials must 
see to it that these regulations are re- 
spected and obeyed by their subordi- 
nates; reports great’ strides being 
made in the earriage of explosives 
and praises’ the cordial attitude 
shown by the big shippers towards 
the regulations; Dee 11, p 609. 


WEST VIRGINIA 
Coal: State supreme court 
grants Thacker Coal & Coke com- 
pany an appeal from decision of 
Judge Wilkinson, Mingo county cir- 
cuit court, refusing to grant an in- 
junction against advanced rates be- 
ing filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission by the Norfolk & 
Western on coal from the Thacker 
district to lake ports; Aug 7, p 220. 


of appeals 


WHEAT 
See “Grain and 


WICKERSHAM, George W., 
States Attorney-General 
Utterances: Delivers address at Kan- 
sas City, Mo., advocating same 
changes in the Interstate Commerce 
Act as proposed by President Taft 
in his Des Moines speech, q. v.; Nov 

27, p 558. 


Grain Products.” 


United 


WINCHELL, B. L., President St. 
& San Francisco Railroad 
—ae: Resigns presidency of 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
and is elected to a similar position 

with the Frisco; Dec 4, p 576. 
Utterances: Addresses National As- 

sociation of Commercial Traveiers on 

“The Traveling Salesman and the | 


Louis 


Zanesville & W 


Railway’”’; $1, 


p 187. 


WISCONSIN 

Decisions: State railroad commission 
orders Chicago & Northwestern and 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul to 
reduce rates on shipping boxes to 
those in effect prior to November 1, 
1908. Wisconsin Box Co et al vs C 
& N W et al; July 24, p 174. 
—State railroad commission orders 
establishment of rate of 12% cents on 
grain from Mississippi river points 
in Wisconsin to Milwaukee. Milwau- 
,kee Chamber of Commerce vs C B 
& Q et al; Aug 14, p 235. 


“WORLD” (New York City) 

Rebates: For an account of the de- 
velopments in alleged steamship re- 
bate cases exploited by the World 
see ‘‘Holland-Amerika Steamship Co’”’ 
under ‘‘Rebates.”’ 


YARDING-IN-TRANSIT 

Lumber: Held, That owing to dissim- 
iliarity in conditions the application 
of yarding privileges at Memphis, 
Tenn., is not unduly discriminatory 
against Cairo, Ill., if proper rates 
are applied thereunder. Sondheimer 
Co vs Ill Cent et al (978), 17 IC C 
Rep, 60; July 17, p 115. 


YOAKUM, B. F., 
Committee, St. 
cisco Railroad 

Utterances: Addresses Farmers’ 
ion of Oklahoma on 
and the Railroads’’; 
interdependence, condemns govern- 
mental extravagance and points out 
good in rail consolidations; speech in 
full; Aug 28, p 266. 

Addresses Texas 
“The Farmers 
co-operation 
agriculturists; 
6, p 468. 


speech in full; July 


Chairman, Executive 
Louis & San Fran- 


Un- 
“The Farmers 
discusses their 


state fair on 
and Business’’; urges 
between carriers tnd 
speech in full; Nov 


ZANESVILLE & WESTERN RAILWAY 
See “Combinations” and ‘‘Ohio—Com- 
binations.”’ 
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